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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BERGMAN).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 6, 2017.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JACK
BERGMAN to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2017, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 1:50 p.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

———

D-DAY TRIBUTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Arkansas (Mr. HILL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in honor of the bravery and courage of
s0 many men who sacrificed everything
on D-day. At 5:52 in the morning on
June 6, 1944, in a position about 4,000
yards from Omaha Beach, one of the
oldest ships in the U.S. Navy, a World
War 1 battleship, the USS Arkansas,
opened fire on German positions at
Omaha Beach in support of more than
30,000 American soldiers tasked with

securing the beachhead. The countless
heroes who stormed the beaches of Nor-
mandy on that fateful day 73 years ago
will never be forgotten.

I had the honor of visiting this hal-
lowed ground over Memorial Day, and
while I was paying tribute to the brave
soldiers who made the ultimate sac-
rifice at the Normandy American Cem-
etery and Memorial, an older French-
man by the name of Mr. Vonclair ap-
proached me simply wanting to honor
his liberators. He said that he just
wanted to thank an American. He was
10 years old when D-day occurred, and
he will never forget how the United
States of America came to his and so
many others’ aid in the liberation of
Europe from the Nazi menace.

Mr. Vonclair’s love for America and
our GIs speaks volumes about the
goodwill and exceptional character of
our great Nation. It is a privilege to
offer my sincere tribute to the brave
men who laid down their lives in the
defense of those French and American
shared convictions of liberty, equality,
and fraternity.

RECOGNIZING STAFF SERGEANT ROBERT DALE

VAN FOSSEN

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
in recognition of one of Arkansas’ fin-
est, Staff Sergeant Robert Dale Van
Fossen of Greenbrier, Arkansas. On No-
vember 22, 1952, a Douglas C-124A
Globemaster II took off from McChord
Air Base in Tacoma, Washington, head-
ed for Elmendorf Air Force Base near
Anchorage. Staff Sergeant Robert Dale
Van Fossen, along with 51 others, was
onboard. And near Middleton Island, in
the Gulf of Alaska, the plane dis-
appeared.

Eight days after the plane’s dis-
appearance, part of the wreckage was
located some 50 miles east of Anchor-
age. Unfortunately, a week into the
search, the recovery team had to call
off the effort due to weather condi-
tions. The families of the victims were
notified they would not have any re-
mains to bury.

Finally, in March 2016, after 64 years
and extensive recovery efforts, Staff
Sergeant Van Fossen’s remains were
confirmed found and returned to his
home in Heber Springs, Arkansas.

I would like to extend my deepest
condolences to the family of Staff Ser-
geant Van Fossen and hope that they
are now able to find peace that he is fi-
nally home and in his final resting
place.

CONWAY BIKESHARE PROGRAM

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, last month
we recognized National Bike Month
and the many bicycling benefits that
we have as citizens. I rise today to rec-
ognize the city of Conway, Arkansas,
for its installation of their successful
public bikesharing program and to em-
phasize its leading example of advo-
cacy for an active lifestyle.

As a long-time biker, I am pleased to
see the city work to provide an alter-
native and convenient source of trans-
portation for residents of Conway to
help relieve congestion and promote a
healthier city.

As a former board member of the Bi-
cycle Advocacy of Central Arkansas, I
am glad to see Conway’s bikesharing
program as one more step on the path
towards fulfilling the mayor’s vision of
a vibrant, healthy, and bike friendly
city.

RECOGNIZING RICHIE ARNOLD ON HIS
RETIREMENT

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
in recognition of a great Arkansan, a
long-time Conway resident, and one of
the pillars of the Conway Corporation,
Mr. Richie Arnold. Mr. Arnold is retir-
ing from his post as CEO after 39 years
with the company. He hails from Har-
rison and is a University of Arkansas
graduate with a degree in accounting.
He joined Conway Corporation as a
manager of data processing before be-
coming manager of finance and ac-
counting and then ultimately the chief
executive officer in 1998.

During his tenure at Conway Cor-
poration, he always worked to keep the
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company ahead of the curve and was
responsible for transitioning the util-
ity to full computerization. Mr. Arnold
was instrumental in assisting Conway
Corporation in leading a path to diver-
sifying services by adding new services
for the citizens, such as digital cable,
internet, telephone, security services,
and water.

Mr. Arnold recently earned a na-
tional recognition after being listed in
the ‘‘Regional 50’ in Cablefax maga-
zine. My congratulations and best
wishes for Mr. Arnold’s future endeav-
ors.

IN HONOR OF THE 100TH BIRTHDAY OF MR.
HERMAN HIGGS

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in honor of Mr. Herman Higgs, a World
War II veteran who celebrated his 100th
birthday last month. Born in Calhoun
County, Arkansas, Herman was drafted
into the Army and served the entire
span of World War II, including as a
POW in the last year. He was a platoon
sergeant of a transportation convoy
that was captured in December 1944
during the Battle of the Bulge.

In the spring of 1945, Patton’s army
arrived, and Herman was freed, along
with other American GIs and the Jew-
ish prisoners who had survived the
atrocities of the Third Reich. He was
granted an honorable discharge a few
months later and returned to Calhoun
County, where he served 29 years as a
police officer and 24 years as a U.S.
marshal.

The city of North Little Rock, Ar-
kansas, dedicated May 13 as Herman
Higgs Day. Herman’s example is one
that all Americans and Arkansans can
admire, and I would like to extend my
congratulations to Herman for his life
of service and this remarkable mile-
stone of a centennial birthday.

———

HONORING DR. GAIL CARBERRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the accomplish-
ments of Dr. Gail Carberry of
Quinsigamond Community College in
Worcester, Massachusetts, who will be
retiring after a decade of tireless serv-
ice to the QCC family and over 40 years
of inspiring students across the Com-
monwealth.

From early on, Dr. Carberry recog-
nized the impact one committed teach-
er can make in a young person’s life.
She understands at her core that com-
munity colleges present a trans-
formative opportunity for students to
be recognized for their talents and en-
couraged toward their goals.

Dr. Carberry is a passionate advocate
for expanding access to the opportuni-
ties that community colleges can pro-
vide. Because of Dr. Carberry’s convic-
tion that every student can achieve,
QCC implemented a high school drop-
out prevention program, and Dr.
Carberry personally endowed over
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$200,000 in scholarships for local com-
munity college students. She diversi-
fied the students, faculty, and staff
populations to better reflect the com-
munity and implemented award-win-
ning STEM programs to prepare stu-
dents for the rapidly changing 21st cen-
tury workplace.

In keeping with her desire to equip
her students with the skills they need
to compete in the modern workforce,
Dr. Carberry successfully opened a
72,000-square-foot campus in downtown
Worcester dedicated to the college’s
healthcare program, which not only ad-
dressed the needs of QCC students, but
reinvigorated a large portion of down-
town Worcester.

As a result of Dr. Carberry’s leader-
ship, QCC has become a leading institu-
tion of higher learning in Massachu-
setts. This year, QCC graduated almost
double the number of students it did
only 10 years ago. Dr. Carberry has ex-
ceeded fundraising goals and has in-
creased enrollment by nearly 40 per-
cent.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the city of
Worcester, on behalf of the people of
Massachusetts, and most importantly
of all, on behalf of the students she has
helped to achieve their dreams, I want
to say thank you to Dr. Gail Carberry.
We all owe her a heartfelt debt of grati-
tude and wish her great satisfaction in
her endeavors to come.

————

TAX REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5
minutes.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker,
while our Nation faces many chal-
lenges, perhaps none is more pressing
than that of growing our economy. The
positive impact of strong, sustained
economic growth has the potential not
only to help families make ends meet,
but it will also address the many other
pressures we face. The time is now for
Congress and this administration to
act on meaningful tax reform.

The model is simple and straight-
forward. We need to simplify the ridic-
ulously complex Internal Revenue
Code, eliminate the loopholes that
allow corporations and individuals to
avoid paying their fair share, lower the
rates for middle class families and
small businesses, and broaden the tax
base.

As a certified public accountant, an
independent voice for the people of
Bucks and Montgomery Counties, I in-
tend to push vehemently to make tax
reform a reality in this Congress.
Moreover, this can and must be a bi-
partisan priority.

A 1.5 percent growth in GDP is sim-
ply unsustainable. If that trend con-
tinues, we will not be able to fund pri-
orities such as bolstering our national
security, taking care of our veterans,
combating the addiction crisis, funding
public education, preserving our envi-
ronment, and a whole host of other pri-
orities.
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Economic growth has three essential
aspects: tax reform, regulatory reform,
and a balanced budget. The REINS Act
and the upcoming vote on the CHOICE
Act will start this process on the regu-
latory side, which will revive the abil-
ity of community banks to support
local economies and advance infra-
structure investment that puts Ameri-
cans back to work by rebuilding roads,
schools, bridges, as well as our IT in-
frastructure and the electrical grid.

The other critical component is tax
reform, and we owe it to the American
people to get this done. I call on my
good colleagues from both sides to put
politics aside and do what we were sent
here to do, and that is to stand up for
hardworking families and unleash the
power of the American economy.

TYPE 1 DIABETES

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker,
over a million Americans, including
200,000 young Americans, are living

with type 1 diabetes, an autoimmune
disease in which a person’s pancreas
stops producing insulin. This disease is
fatal without strict adherence to a
regimented schedule of multiple daily
insulin injections or continuous pump
infusions, along with close monitoring
of blood glucose levels.

My constituent Aislinn Keenan was
diagnosed with type 1 diabetes when
she was just 2 years old. She does not
remember a day when she did not need
to lance her finger multiple times a
day to check her blood sugar or receive
insulin injections. Despite these chal-
lenges, Aislinn and her family serve as
an inspiration to all those facing this
disease. Through courage and persever-
ance, they refuse to let type 1 diabetes
stand in their way. Aislinn just fin-
ished her sophomore year at Villanova
University.

The Juvenile Diabetes Research
Foundation projects that 5 million
Americans will have type 1 diabetes by
2050, including 600,000 young people, yet
only one-third of the people with type
1 diabetes are achieving safe blood glu-
cose levels. Accordingly, I am urging
my colleagues to fully fund the Na-
tional Institute of Diabetes and Diges-
tive and Kidney Diseases.

Presently, there is no way to prevent
type 1 diabetes and no cure for it once
diagnosed. Only through robust fund-
ing and exhaustive research at the NIH
can we continue to drive scientific
progress to make the lives of those liv-
ing with type 1 diabetes safer and
healthier.

———
0 1215

HONORING SPECIALIST KERRY
M.G. DANYLUK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. FARENTHOLD) for 5 minutes.

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to tell you about the new
Army Specialist Kerry M.G. Danyluk
Memorial in Yoakum, Texas, which
was unveiled last week on Memorial
Day.
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This new memorial, planned and
funded by the Yoakum Rotary Club,
honors Yoakum High School and Vic-
toria College graduate Kerry Danyluk,
who made the ultimate sacrifice for
our Nation on April 15, 2014.

Assigned to the 10th Mountain Divi-
sion based at Fort Drum, New York, 27-
year-old Army Specialist Danyluk was
serving his second tour of duty in Af-
ghanistan in support of Operation En-
during Freedom. While conducting op-
erations in the Logar province, enemy
forces attacked Specialist Danyluk’s
unit with small arms fire, critically
wounding him. Despite an evacuation
to Landstuhl Regional Medical Center
in Germany, Specialist Danyluk suc-
cumbed to his injuries.

Danyluk’s awards include the Bronze
Star, the Purple Heart, the Army Com-
mendation Medal, the Army Achieve-
ment Medal, the Army Good Conduct
Medal, and more.

Thanks to the generous actions of
the Yoakum Rotary Club, Specialist
Danyluk’s memory will live on.

A special thank-you is also due all
involved in helping plan and imple-
ment the memorial. I am honored to
represent communities like Yoakum
and many others that are so grateful to
those who serve our Nation.

COACH JAMES MCMINN NAMED ALL-SOUTH TEXAS

COACH OF THE YEAR

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize one of my con-
stituents, James McMinn, who serves
as the assistant athletic director and
head girls basketball coach at Flour
Bluff High School and was recently
named the All-South Texas Coach of
the Year.

Born and raised in Corpus Christi,
Texas, Coach McMinn graduated from
W. B. Ray High School in 1981 and con-
tinued his education at Del Mar Col-
lege and Corpus Christi State Univer-
sity, now Texas A&M University Cor-
pus Christi.

Coach McMinn started his career at
my alma mater, Incarnate Word Acad-
emy in Corpus Christi, and he coached
the Lady Angels to two separate State
appearances.

He began working in Flour Bluff in
the fall of 1993 and recently concluded
his 27th year as head basketball coach.
Over that 27-year career, he accumu-
lated an impressive record. His teams
have advanced to postseason play 19 of
those 27 seasons. He has taken the
Lady Hornets to the regional tour-
nament five times and advanced to the
State tournament final four in the
2016-2017 season.

Congratulations, Coach McMinn, on
your outstanding coaching achieve-
ments. I hope you have continued suc-
cess at Flour Bluff and all of your fu-
ture endeavors.

TEXAS DELEGATES TO CONGRESS OF FUTURE
MEDICAL LEADERS AND CONGRESS OF FUTURE
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY LEADERS
Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, 1

rise today to recognize four out-

standing high school students from the
27th District of Texas who will be dele-
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gates to the Congress of the Future
Medical Leaders and Congress of the
Future Science and Technology Lead-
ers later this month.

Britney Goodwin, a junior at Rock-
port-Fulton High School, excels in
science and technology and was nomi-
nated for the Congress of Future
Science and Technology Leaders for
her academic achievement, leadership
potential, and passion for science and
technology.

Austin Thompson from Callallen
High School, Nicole Morrison, a stu-
dent at Incarnate Word Academy, and
John Handleman from Corpus Christi
will all be delegates at the Congress of
Future Medical Leaders. These stu-
dents were nominated by their teachers
for their academic success and their
desire to become future STEM leaders
and medical professionals.

Our country needs more doctors. Our
country needs more science, tech-
nology, and mathematics students to
continue the technological revolution
and continued innovation that our
country needs.

Congratulations, Britney, Austin, Ni-
cole, and John. America is proud of you
all.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 19
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HOLDING) at 2 p.m.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

We give You thanks, God of the Uni-
verse, for giving us another day.

As the various Members of this peo-
ple’s House return, we ask Your bless-
ing upon each as they resume the dif-
ficult responsibilities that await them.
Give each the wisdom and good judg-
ment needed to give credit to the office
they have been honored by their con-
stituents to fill.

Bless the work of all who serve in
their various capacities here in the
United States Capitol.

Bless all those who visit the Capitol
this very day, be they American citi-
zens or visitors or guests of our Nation.
May they be inspired by this monu-
ment to the noble idea of human free-
dom and its guarantee by the experi-
ment that is the United States’ demo-
cratic Republic.

God bless America, and may all that
is done this day be for Your greater
honor and glory. Amen.

H4627

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

——————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUN-
CAN) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

—————

NATIONAL DAIRY MONTH

(Mr. EMMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the great men and
women and their families that drive
Minnesota’s dairy industry. This
month is National Dairy Month. In
fact, considering the amount of milk
and other dairy products we consume
on a daily basis in the United States
and beyond, one could argue that we
already remember and recognize our
dairy farmers every day.

In Minnesota, our dairy farmers
produce nearly 10 billion pounds of
milk each year. Our dairy farmers,
along with their industry colleagues
across the country, not only bring bil-
lions of dollars to our economy, they
are vital to a strong and healthy popu-
lation.

Our dairy farmers work extremely
hard. Many, in addition to their dairy
operation, have to maintain a job off
the farm to make ends meet.

So, during National Dairy Month,
when you drink a glass of milk, have a
milk-filled bowl of cereal, eat a piece of
cheese or that cup of yogurt, let’s stop
and remember the hardworking men
and women of our dairy industry and
their importance to our economy and
their commitment to our health.

—————

BIASED JOURNALISM IS
UNACCEPTABLE

(Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, many years ago I received an
undergraduate degree in journalism,
was a reporter on a daily newspaper,
and taught journalism for 1 year. In
those years, there was a clear separa-
tion between the front page and the
editorial page.

I don’t believe I have ever read a
more biased, partisan, opinionated
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paragraph in a ‘‘news’ story than one
that was on the front page of yester-
day’s Washington Post. Philip Rucker
does not now deserve the title of jour-
nalist but, instead, should be referred
to as a Democratic or leftwing hack.

He wrote that a traditional President
would have reacted carefully ‘‘to the
London attacks by instilling calm,
being judicious ... and appealing to
the country’s better angels.” Instead,
he accused President Trump of react-
ing ‘“‘impulsively stroking panic
and fear, being indiscrete with details

. and capitalizing on it to advocate

for one of his more polarizing policies
and to advance a personal feud.”

Apparently, Mr. Rucker is so blinded
by hatred for the President he cannot
see straight and has written one of the
most unfair, one-sided articles I have
ever read in a ‘‘news’ story in what
used to be a newspaper.

———

50TH ANNIVERSARY OF
REUNIFICATION OF JERUSALEM

(Mr. MESSER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, on the
50th anniversary of the reunification of
Jerusalem and on behalf of Hoosiers
from Indiana’s Sixth Congressional
District, I rise today to send my pray-
ers and best wishes to the Jewish state.

It is our hope that the special rela-
tionship between America and Israel
continues to be strengthened and to
grow. Israel is our most important
friend in that region of the world and
among America’s strongest allies any-
where in the world. On this anniver-
sary, let it be reaffirmed that Indiana
and America stand with Israel.

The Holy City is a place of prayer for
all people, and this day provides us
with an opportunity to pray for the
Jewish state. May it remain a beacon
of light, representing democracy and
freedom, and may peace and prosperity
reign for its people.

The eternal capital of the State of
Israel, Jerusalem, is also a seat of par-
liament; and from one representative
body to another, we say ‘‘Shalom’ and
“God bless.” Our prayers are with
Israel today, tomorrow, and always.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
DEMOCRATIC LEADER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable NANCY
PELOSI, Democratic Leader:

JUNE 5, 2017.
Hon. PAUL RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives, U.S.
Capitol, Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: Pursuant to Section
603 of the Department of State Authorities
Act, Fiscal Year 2017 (Pub. L. 114-323), I am
pleased to appoint the following individual
to the Western Hemisphere Drug Policy
Commission:

Mr. Pete Gallego of Alpine, Texas
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Thank you for your attention to this ap-
pointment.
Sincerely,
NANCY PELOSI,
Democratic Leader.

———

REAPPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
HARRY S. TRUMAN SCHOLAR-
SHIP FOUNDATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s re-
appointment, pursuant to 20 TU.S.C.
2004(b), and the order of the House of
January 3, 2017, of the following Mem-
ber on the part of the House to the
Board of Trustees of the Harry S. Tru-
man Scholarship Foundation:

Mr. DEUTCH, Florida

————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 4:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
0 1633
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee) at
4 o’clock and 33 minutes p.m.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

—————

CONDEMNING VIOLENCE AGAINST
PEACEFUL PROTESTERS OUT-
SIDE THE TURKISH AMBAS-
SADOR’S RESIDENCE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 354)
condemning the violence against
peaceful protesters outside the Turkish
Ambassador’s residence on May 16,
2017, and calling for the perpetrators to
be brought to justice and measures to
be taken to prevent similar incidents
in the future, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 354

Whereas, on May 16, 2017, President Donald
J. Trump hosted President Recep Tayyip
Erdogan of Turkey, a longstanding NATO
ally, for an official meeting at the White
House to discuss counterterrorism coopera-
tion and bilateral issues;
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Whereas, on the evening of May 16, 2017,
over two dozen protesters gathered outside
of the Turkish Ambassador’s residence in
Washington, DC, to demonstrate opposition
to Turkish government policies;

Whereas after hours of peaceful protest, vi-
olence erupted when pro-Erdogan supporters
and individuals from the Turkish Embassy
grounds pushed past District of Columbia po-
lice officers to brutally attack the dem-
onstrators;

Whereas those Turkish officials blatantly
suppressed the First Amendment rights of
United States citizens, and multiple armed
Turkish security officials beat, kicked, and
choked unarmed demonstrators;

Whereas multiple video recordings of the
violence and reports by the Metropolitan Po-
lice Department of the District of Columbia
and the Department of State confirm that
the demonstrators did not instigate the vio-
lence;

Whereas at least 11 individuals were seri-
ously injured in the ensuing brawl, with two
individuals requiring immediate hospitaliza-
tion;

Whereas separately, two armed Turkish se-
curity officers attached to a security detail
were detained for physically assaulting Fed-
eral agents;

Whereas those two Turkish security offi-
cers were later released and subsequently al-
lowed to leave the United States because
they held Derived Head of State immunity;

Whereas the Department of State did not
request that Turkey waive the immunity for
these two security officers in order to fully
investigate the assault prior to their being
released from custody;

Whereas a joint criminal investigation
into the incident is ongoing with the com-
bined efforts of the Washington Metropolitan
Police Department, the United States Secret
Service, and the Department of State Diplo-
matic Security Service;

Whereas at mno point
Erdogan in danger;

Whereas immunity for diplomatic per-
sonnel and certain other foreign officials is a
core principle, as is the right to protest
peacefully and freely in the United States;

Whereas this is the third instance of vio-
lence perpetrated by members of Turkish
President Erdogan’s security detail in
United States territory;

Whereas in 2011, a brawl erupted in the
halls of the United Nations General Assem-
bly between members of Turkish President
Erdogan’s security detail and United Nations
security officers, resulting in one United Na-
tions security officer being hospitalized due
to serious injuries;

Whereas in 2016, members of Turkish Presi-
dent Erdogan’s security detail engaged in
unwarranted violence against journalists re-
porting on an event at the Brookings Insti-
tution;

Whereas Secretary of State Rex Tillerson
said on May 21, 2017, that the violence out-
side the Turkish Embassy was ‘‘outrageous’
and ‘‘simply unacceptable’’; and

Whereas the right to assembly, peaceful
protest, and freedom of speech are essential
and protected rights in the United States:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that—

(1) the rights to peacefully assemble and
freely express one’s views are essential to
the fabric of American democracy;

(2) the Turkish security forces acted in an
unprofessional and brutal manner, reflecting
poorly on President Erdogan and the Govern-
ment of Turkey;

(3) any Turkish security officials who di-
rected, oversaw, or participated in efforts by
Turkish security forces to illegally suppress
peaceful protests on May 16, 2017, should be

was President
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charged and prosecuted under United States
law;

(4) the United States Secret Service and
the Diplomatic Security Service of the De-
partment of State should review this inci-
dent and confirm with the Turkish National
Police the standards expected by visiting se-
curity details to prevent future violent inci-
dents;

(5) the Department of State should imme-
diately request the waiver of immunity of
any Turkish security detail official engaged
in assault in the United States prior to re-
lease of that individual from custody;

(6) the Department of State should conduct
a review of its own security procedures to de-
termine how to mitigate the likelihood of
such an event in the future;

(7) the United States respect for free
speech requires officials of the United States
to speak out against such incidents; and

(8) the United States should take steps to
strengthen freedoms for the press and civil
society in countries such as Turkey, and
combat efforts by foreign leaders to suppress
free and peaceful protest in their own coun-
tries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include any extraneous material in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to begin by
thanking the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia, and also the gen-
tleman from New York, the ranking
member of this committee, Mr. ENGEL,
for working with us on this clear con-
demnation of the violence against
peaceful protesters outside the Turkish
Ambassador’s residence in Washington,
D.C., on May 16.

That day, President Erdogan of Tur-
key, a longstanding NATO ally, met at
the White House to discuss counterter-
rorism cooperation and to discuss bi-
lateral issues. This was an important
meeting. But that evening, armed
members of the Turkish President’s se-
curity detail brutally attacked dem-
onstrators who had gathered outside
the Turkish Ambassador’s residence on
Sheridan Circle in Washington, D.C.
They were there to protest various
policies of the Turkish Government.

In an unprovoked attack, armed
Turkish personnel broke through D.C.
Metropolitan Police lines and attacked
the protesters. They choked, beat, and
kicked the demonstrators until D.C.
Metropolitan Police officers, and State
Department Diplomatic Security were
able to stop the melee and restore
order.
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One woman was beaten unconscious.
She testified before the Foreign Affairs
Committee that she sustained brain
damage as a result. A protester near
her was beaten to the ground and re-
peatedly kicked in the face. His front
teeth were smashed.

Mr. Speaker, what was the reason
these and other American citizens were
harshly beaten?

They chose to exercise their con-
stitutional right to free speech and as-
sembly. They chose to criticize actions
of President Erdogan’s government.
The protesters got under the Turkish
delegation’s skin.

Let us be clear: at no time was Presi-
dent Erdogan in danger. This was not
an act of protection. It was an act of
suppression on our American soil.

The actions of the Turkish security
detail were unprofessional and dan-
gerous. You had armed security per-
sonnel creating a melee. The actions
were unjustified and, up to this point,
have gone largely unchallenged.

H. Res. 354 puts Congress firmly on
record in clear, unmistakable terms
condemning the actions of the Turkish
security guards last month. The resolu-
tion also demands that Turkey imme-
diately lift diplomatic immunity for
all those who assaulted U.S. citizens
and law enforcement officers.

This resolution also calls for the U.S.
State Department and the U.S. Secret
Service to review their security proce-
dures and for them to convey to Turk-
ish officials in clear terms the expecta-
tions for the behavior of their security
teams when they are operating in the
U.S.

Mr. Speaker, one of the most dis-
turbing aspects of last month’s attack
is that this assault by Turkish security
officials was not an isolated incident.
Rather, it was the third instance of vi-
olence they have engaged in while op-
erating in the United States in recent
years.

Passage of this resolution is an ap-
propriate, strong response by this
House to those brutal actions by Turk-
ish forces.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
resolution. I thank the Democratic and
Republican leaders who introduced this
resolution condemning the violence of
the security detail at the Turkish Em-
bassy here in the Nation’s Capital.

I am not surprised at the bipartisan
nature of this resolution coming from
the top of Congress about the right to
protest peacefully in our country. This
was an assault, after all, not only on
the protesters, but on one of our most
important American values: the right
to assemble and use the First Amend-
ment to protest.

Mr. Speaker, we must persist because
I do not recall a demonstration like
this. It was witnessed by the chief of
police himself, Peter Newsham, and he,
himself, is an eyewitness who declared
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that these protesters were all peaceful.
There were also videos of the non-
violent protesters being assaulted.

Now, the United States and the pro-
testers deserve an appropriate response
from the Turkish Government. Instead,
we received a farfetched shifting of
blame from Turkey. That makes it all
the more important because the shift-
ing of the blame will lead some to be-
lieve that we are responsible for what
happened. Actually, we need to protest
in the strongest terms because it turns
out that this is part of a pattern.

A similar incident occurred about a
half dozen years ago at the United Na-
tions, same head of state, same thugs
attacking peaceful protesters.

Last year—just this past year—there
was an attack on journalists outside of
The Brookings Institution.

So if we don’t tell them it is time to
stop when we have had the third at-
tack, they will persist. That is for sure.

We know who these security details
are. They couldn’t have gotten into the
country accompanying a head of state
without telling us who they are. More-
over, two of them were arrested, so we
have their names. I have written the
Secretary of State, Mr. Tillerson, to
ask him to bar the reentry of these se-
curity personnel; to hold them if they
are still here; and to request informa-
tion on whether they are entitled to
immunity, and if they are, to have this
immunity waived.

We will not let the Turkish thugs
who took on our protesters unprovoked
hide behind immunity. It can be waived
if it is present. It should be waived.
These security personnel should be
charged and prosecuted under U.S. law.
Imagine, we would have done precisely
the same if some of our security had
behaved in this fashion in Turkey.

There will be no justice to the citi-
zens exercising their First Amendment
rights who were stomped, kicked, and
seriously injured until they and our
country are vindicated with an appro-
priate response from the Turkish Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2% minutes to the gentleman from

Maryland (Mr. SARBANES), my good
friend.
Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, I

thank the gentlewoman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H. Res. 354, which forcefully
condemns the shocking assault carried
out here on American soil, here in our
Nation’s Capital, by trained para-
military agents of the Turkish Presi-
dential security force against a peace-
ful assembly of protesters who were ex-
ercising their First Amendment rights
to freedom of speech.

Video footage offers evidence that
President Erdogan sanctioned the at-
tack, and then calmly sat back to
watch as his bodyguards carried it out.
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BEach of us in this Chamber must ask
the question: What sort of foreign lead-
er invited for an official visit by the
President of the United States would
conduct himself in such a reprehensible
manner and would show such contempt
for America’s commitment to human
rights and civil liberties?

Make no mistake. This is the same
man who has ordered mass incarcer-
ations in his own country, who per-
secutes dissenters and jails democrat-
ically elected officials, and who locks
up journalists on a whim. In fact, he is
the number one jailer of journalists in
the world.

The assault on innocent protesters in
the streets of Washington, D.C., is en-
tirely consistent with the impulses of
an autocratic Turkey. It has unmasked
President Erdogan for the bully that he
is and offers Americans a teachable
moment on the character of official
Turkey. It reflects a deeply imbedded
reflex that, in the modern era, has
brought the world, among other things,
the unlawful invasion and occupation
of Cyprus, the Armenian genocide, and
the violent repression of the Kurdish
people.

This incident demands more than
just the prosecution of Erdogan’s secu-
rity personnel or the expulsion of the
Turkish Ambassador or the strong con-
demnation of Erdogan himself, all of
which should happen. It is time for a
complete reevaluation of the U.S. rela-
tionship with Turkey. We cannot pre-
tend that it is business as usual with a
foreign leader that has attacked our
Nation’s most cherished democratic
values on our very own soil.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time to
close.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, this has
been painful not only for the pro-
testers, it is painful for our country be-
cause Turkey is an ally. We have our
differences with Turkey, but we are de-
pendent on Turkey for security mat-
ters. If this had never happened before,
perhaps we could say that Turkey just
doesn’t understand how we operate in
this country. The fact that it was the
third incident makes it particularly
bothersome.

Now, we are aware how sensitive this
matter is. You cannot deal with a for-
eign adversary who happens to be an
ally at the same time as if he were sim-
ply the enemy or our opponent. We
have to understand the sensibilities of
operating in the international sphere.
But it is clear that Turkey doesn’t un-
derstand that.

I was particularly concerned that Mr.
Erdogan was in his car the entire time.
He could have gotten out of his car and
called attention to his security detail.
He could have asked a staff member to
do the very same thing. Instead, he
stayed in his car, got out after the se-
curity detail from the D.C. police de-
partment had calmed things, stood
there and had nothing to say. If we let
this third incident go by with no re-
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sponse or accept—or even seem to ac-
cept—the Turkish response, that will
be a signal to keep it up.

So I am so pleased that my good
friend on the other side and I are in
unison on this. I am particularly
pleased that this was not a resolution
introduced by me or by my good friend,
that this resolution was introduced by
top leaders on the Republican and the
Democratic side.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER), who is the
Democratic whip of the House.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the Representative from the Dis-
trict of Columbia, Ms. NORTON, for
yielding. I want to thank Mr. ROYCE for
his continuing principled and focused
leadership on issues that relate to for-
eign policy, that relate to human
rights, and that relate to international
law. I appreciate very much his leader-
ship.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that I was
able to join with the majority leader,
Mr. MCCARTHY, my friend, in spon-
soring this resolution. It is an appro-
priate response to the terrible actions
that were taken by security officers
protecting Mr. Erdogan on his visit
here.

I rise in support of this resolution,
which I am proud to have introduced
along with the majority leader, Rank-
ing Member ENGEL, and Chairman
ROYCE.

The assault on nonviolent dem-
onstrators here in our Nation’s Capital
on May 16 by Turkish security per-
sonnel was an outrage. Our resolution
makes it clear: the United States will
not tolerate violence against peaceful
protesters on our shores, and those re-
sponsible must face justice.

Turkey remains a critical NATO ally,
but I am, nevertheless, extremely con-
cerned, Mr. Speaker, by the fact that
this is the third such incident in recent
years, marking a pattern of violence by
Turkish security personnel in the
United States—unacceptable.

Senator JOHN MCCAIN—I won’t quote
him, but his response was very direct
and very basic. He, too, said this was
unacceptable behavior, and he even
suggested that perhaps the Turkish
Ambassador ought to leave. I do not
suggest that, but I do suggest the con-
duct must change. It is unacceptable.

Our resolution calls on the State De-
partment to take appropriate actions
to ensure that the Turkish Govern-
ment understands that we will not
allow this to happen again. There must
be consequences to this unprovoked at-
tack on peaceful American citizens in
their own country, and those respon-
sible should be charged and prosecuted
by the United States.

It should be clear to Turkey and to
all nations that we will oppose any at-
tempt to suppress dissent or the free-
dom of speech. That is why that is in
the First Amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States because our
Founding Fathers and, frankly, those
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who follow Western values—and, yes,
some Eastern values—believe that free
speech is absolutely the sine qua non—
an absolute essential—for democracy
to succeed and to flourish.

I want to thank Mr. ROYCE again for
his principled leadership. I want to
thank Ms. NORTON, and I want to thank
the members of the Foreign Affairs
Committee for their work on this reso-
lution. I urge every Member of this
House to join not only in passing it but
sending this strong message not only
to our Turkish allies but to all those
who would come to these shores and
understand that our citizens may well
have something to say. They may say
it with signs, they may say it with
their voices, and they may say it by
standing someplace in proximity; one
of the facets of America is that they
have the right to do that, and those
who visit our shores must honor that
right.

Support this resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the remaining time for the
minority will be controlled by the gen-

tleman from New York (Mr.
ESPAILLAT).

There was no objection.

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, 1

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise in support of this measure. I
want to thank Mr. HOYER, the gen-
tleman from Maryland.

Let me start by thanking the chair-
man of the Foreign Affairs Committee,
Mr. ROYCE of California, for authoring
this legislation and working to bring it
to this floor.

By now we have seen the footage. We
went to the film and saw the footage of
Turkish thugs attacking peaceful pro-
testers during President Erdogan’s
visit to Washington a few weeks ago. It
is bad enough when we see govern-
ments anywhere crack down on basic
rights like the freedom of assembly or
expression. It is bad enough to see that
sort of oppression in the streets of An-
kara or Istanbul, but it is becoming
more and more common as Turkey
slips towards authoritarianism.

But to see that on the streets of
Washington, D.C., is absolutely unac-
ceptable—especially at the hands of
foreign government officials who are
guests in our country. We cannot allow
these actions to remain unnoticed and
to trample on our constitutional
rights.

We know that President Erdogan was
never in danger. He simply decided to
treat Americans the way he treats his
own people. His guards even had the
nerve to attack law enforcement offi-
cials who were protecting him and his
delegation.

This behavior cannot stand, and the
resolution before us sends a clear, deci-
sive message that Congress won’t tol-
erate it. The State Department must
do whatever it takes to make sure that
this does not happen again, and those
responsible for these heinous acts must
be held accountable. Charges must be
filed and pursued.
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I am glad to support this measure
that puts the House on record saying
that we won’t stand for this type of
bully who attacks American citizens
and American democracy.

Mr. Speaker, free speech, free assem-
bly, and free expression are at the core
of any democracy across the world.
Turkey is certainly a partner and an
ally, and it is deeply concerning to see
the steady erosion of democracy in
that country.

But we cannot tolerate that sort of
behavior here in our country. When
you are in the United States, you play
by our rules, and that means obeying
our laws and respecting our values.
Those responsible for violence against
American citizens should face the con-
sequences. Otherwise, what is to stop
them from doing this once again?

Mr. Speaker, I support this measure,
and I urge all my colleagues to do the
same.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

The violent attacks, Mr. Speaker, by
officers assigned to Turkish President
Erdogan’s security detail against
peaceful protesters back on May 16
were designed to do one thing. They
were designed to silence those pro-
testers’ criticism of the Turkish Gov-
ernment. That is why it is so impor-
tant that we speak out.

We must speak loudly and clearly
that we will protect our citizens and
their fundamental rights to free speech
and to assembly. Turkey is an impor-
tant and longstanding NATO ally, but
the Turkish Government can and
should do better than this, and it can
start by addressing the concerns of the
House of Representatives and many
Americans who were very angered by
the video capturing this disgraceful at-
tack on these citizens.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in support of this resolution,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of H. Res. 354, which con-
demns the violence, on American soil, against
peaceful protestors outside the residence of
the Turkish Ambassador to the United States
and calls for the perpetrators to be brought to
justice.

On May 16, 2017, the President hosted
President Recep Tayyip Erdogan of Turkey for
an official meeting at the White House to dis-
cuss counter-terrorism cooperation and bilat-
eral issues.

That evening, over two dozen protestors
peaceably assembled outside the Turkish Am-
bassador’s residence in Washington, D.C., to
voice their opposition to Turkish Government
policies.

It was not long before unprovoked violence
erupted, when pro-Erdogan supporters and in-
dividuals from the Turkish Embassy grounds
pushed past District of Columbia police offi-
cers to brutally attack the peaceful demonstra-
tors.

These Turkish officials violated the First
Amendment rights of United States citizens,
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and multiple armed Turkish officials beat,
kicked, and choked unarmed demonstrators.

Multiple video recordings show the violence
with  which these demonstrators were at-
tacked.

The Metropolitan Police Department of the
District of Columbia and the Department of
State confirm that the demonstrators did not
instigate the violence.

Two armed Turkish officers attached to a
security detail were detained at the scene for
physically assaulting Federal agents but were
later released and allowed to leave the United
States because they held diplomatic immunity.

Mr. Speaker, it is beyond dispute that the
life of President Erdogan was never in any
danger.

It must be noted that immunity for diplomatic
personnel and certain other foreign officials is
a core principal but so is the constitutionally
protected right to protest peacefully and freely
in the United States.

Mr. Speaker, this is the third instance of vio-
lence perpetrated by members of Turkish
President Erdogan’s security detail on United
States soil.

In 2011, a brawl erupted in the halls of the
United States Nations General Assembly be-
tween members of Turkish President
Erdogan’s security detail and United Nations
security officers, resulting in one United Na-
tions security officer being hospitalized due to
serious injuries.

In 2016, members of Turkish President
Erdogan’s security detail engaged in unwar-
ranted violence against journalist reporting on
an event at the Brookings Institution.

On May 21, 2017, Secretary of State Rex
Tillerson affirmed that violence outside the
Turkish Embassy was “outrageous” and “sim-
ply unacceptable.”

It is imperative that the right to assembly,
peaceful protest, and freedom of speech are
not abridged because they are the bedrock of
democracy.

For this reason, the United States Secret
Service and the Diplomatic Security Service of
the Department of State should review this in-
cident and confirm with the Turkish National
Police the standards expected by visiting se-
curity details to prevent future violent inci-
dents.

The Department of State should also con-
duct a review of its own security procedure to
determine how to mitigate the likelihood of
similar events in the future.

It is the duty of this House to stand for our
ideals and take steps to strengthen freedoms
for the press and civil society in countries
such as Turkey, and oppose efforts by foreign
leaders to suppress free and peaceful protest
in their own countries.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, as an original
cosponsor of H. Res. 354, | rise today in
strong support passing this legislation to con-
demn the reprehensible attacks outside the
Turkish Ambassador’s residence on May 16.

| am a proud member of the Congressional
Caucus on Turkey and Turkish Americans.
New Jersey’s Ninth District, and particularly
my hometown of Paterson, has a large and
thriving Turkish-American community and |
cherish our close relationship. However, what
happened last month was beyond the pale.
The brutal attacks on peaceful protesters are
an affront to our American values and core
democratic freedoms of free speech and
peaceful assembly.
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One of the individuals attacked by President
Erdogan’s thugs was a constituent of mine
from East Rutherford. As a college student,
Ceren Borazan bravely joined her friends to
peacefully protest President Erdogan’s policies
in Washington D.C.

Since President Erdogan has taken office,
Turkey has cracked down on freedom of ex-
pression, raided media outlets, and jailed
judges, journalists, and civil servants in viola-
tion of democratic norms.

Outside the embassy Ceren was thrown to
the ground and kicked by the Turkish security
guards. During the attack a blood vessel in
her eye burst and weeks later she is still re-
minded of the trauma by nightmares and fears
of retribution. While freedom of speech and
freedom to protest may be prohibited in Tur-
key, they are bedrock U.S. principles that
must be safeguarded. Violence is never an
appropriate response to free speech.

To ensure such an incident never happens
again on our soil, those involved in carrying
out this attack must be brought to justice.
They must be denied diplomatic immunity and
prosecuted to the fullest extent of U.S. law.
Mr. Speaker, we must pass H. Res. 354 today
to call attention to these attacks and to ensure
justice is carried out for people like Ceren.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, | include in the
RECORD an editorial from The Star-Ledger ti-
tled “Trump won’t denounce American thug-
gery. Will he punish Turkey?”

TRUMP WON'T DENOUNCE AMERICAN
THUGGERY. WILL HE PUNISH TURKEY?
(By Star-Ledger Editorial Board)

Time to take stock of our rights of free
speech and peaceful protest in this country,
and what—if anything—President Trump has
done to protect them.

He’s been noticeably silent on the brutal
beating of peaceful protesters in Washington,
D.C. by the Turkish President’s thuggish
bodyguards, on public property, right in
front of our own police, fully caught on
video.

The violence was completely unprovoked,
and happened shortly after Trump welcomed
Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan to
the Oval Office. Among others, a young
woman from HEast Rutherford, Ceren
Borazan, was put into a headlock and
choked—popping a blood vessel in her eye—
by a man who threatened to kill her.

This is common practice in Turkey—which
is why Trump needs to make it clear that it
isn’t acceptable here.

But perhaps the real problem is that it is
increasingly acceptable here. Not just verbal
and physical attacks against peaceful pro-
testers, but against journalists, whom
Trump has called ‘‘the enemy of the people.”’

In the past month alone, reporters have
been arrested, slapped, pinned against a wall
and choked for trying to do their jobs; most
recently by newly-elected Montana congress-
man Greg Gianforte, accused of body-slam-
ming a journalist.

He’s faced no real consequences. ‘‘Elections
are about choices and Montanans made their

choice,” Speaker Paul Ryan said Friday.
Trump, who had lavished praise on
Gianforte—‘‘a wonderful guy’’—added:

“Great win in Montana.”

Perhaps this is why the former Breitbart
News reporter Michelle Fields, who was
grabbed roughly by Corey Lewandowski last
year when she tried to ask Trump a question,
said some Republicans ‘“‘have put party over
civility.”

The casualty isn’t just civility. Trump’s
hostility toward the press—like his attempt
to use the FBI to muzzle journalists—has led
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Reporters Without Borders to lower Amer-
ica’s ranking on press freedom, measured by
government restrictions and threats against
the news media.

We’re now ranked right below Burkina
Faso, one of the world’s poorest countries.

This failure to speak up for peaceful pro-
testers and journalists began at Trump’s ral-
lies, where his supporters threatened and
committed actual violence against them.
Since then, the United Nations has warned
that the basic principle of peaceful protest is
under attack in the United States. At least
19 states have introduced measures that
would criminalize such protests.

The very least the President can do is
make some sort of distinction between what
is tolerated here and in Turkey. Yes, it’s a
NATO ally, and we have a complex relation-
ship. But this is about protecting the free-
dom of speech and assembly, and basic rules
of law in our own country.

The New York Times has publicly identi-
fied the culprits, and New Jersey Rep. Bill
Pascrell is among those leading the bipar-
tisan charge to hold them accountable. If we
can’t get to the thugs in Turkey, then the
Trump administration should hold the dip-
lomats here to account.

Think about the message it sends if the
Turkish government escapes this without so
much as a slap on the wrist. A truly populist
President, a defender of American freedoms,
would stick up for the people—not the jack-
booted thugs.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today to support H. Res. 354, condemning
the violence perpetrated against peaceful pro-
testers outside the Turkish Ambassdor’s resi-
dence during Turkish President Erdogan’s visit
last month. This timely and critically important
measure was introduced by my good friend,
and Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman, ED
ROYCE.

Mr. Speaker, as representatives of the
American people, we take a solemn oath to
“support and defend the Constitution of the
United States against all enemies, foreign and
domestic.” This sworn commitment spurs us
to speak out now after the violent attack last
month on peaceful protesters in Washington,
D.C. who were peacefully exercising their First
Amendments rights.

On that day a group of peaceful demonstra-
tors—including a resident from my home state
of New Jersey, Ceren Borazan—gathered out-
side the Turkish Ambassador’'s residence to
protest the policies of Turkish President Recep
Tayyip Erdogan. Shortly after President
Erdogan’s arrival at the residence during his
official visit to the United States, a contingent
of his security guards, joined by some sup-
porters, rushed across the street where the
protesters were gathered. Before the dem-
onstrators knew it, this group of thugs was
upon them, throwing them to the ground and
raining blows upon them.

By now we are all familiar with the shocking
video images captured of men in dark suits,
some with guns, and others in plainclothes
mercilessly kicking protesters in their faces
while they lie helplessly on the ground. Some
demonstrators were outnumbered four to one
by their assailants who punched and man-
handled them untii DC police intervened.
When police stepped in, some attackers
turned to assault our uniformed officers.

Among this group of protesters were
Kurdish- and Armenian-Americans, members
of minorities with a painful history of persecu-
tion and marginalization in their ancestral
homelands. These individuals came to the
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United States to seek the freedom and safety
they were deprived in their lands of origin.

The United States and its Bill of Rights are
a promise to these people that must not be
broken. That members of the President’s se-
curity detail and others felt they could attack
these sacred rights with impunity should of-
fend us all. That Erdogan would calmly watch
the melee unfold—as video evidence shows—
is as galling as it is unsurprising. Indeed, just
a year ago his security detail was involved in
an all-too-similar incident at a public event in
Washington.

Mr. Speaker, the steps recommended by
this measure should be urgently implemented.
Among other things, the United States should
charge and prosecute all those involved in the
attack. The State Department should request
a waiver of immunity for any Turkish officials
charged and detained in connection with the
incident. Finally, the United States should re-
double its efforts to promote democracy and
human rights in Turkey.

Mr. Speaker, this was a brutal physical as-
sault on a group of peaceful demonstrators in
our nation’s capital and a brazen insult to all
Americans. | urge my colleagues in the House
of Representatives to join their voices and
votes in strongly condemning this incident and
calling for justice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 354, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

————
0 1700

IRAQ AND SYRIA GENOCIDE EMER-
GENCY RELIEF AND ACCOUNT-
ABILITY ACT OF 2017

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 390) to provide for
emergency relief to victims of geno-
cide, crimes against humanity, and war
crimes in Iraq and Syria, to provide ac-
countability for perpetrators of these
crimes, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 390

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Iraq and
Syria Genocide Emergency Relief and Ac-
countability Act of 2017’

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) Religious and ethnic minorities in Iraq
and Syria are persecuted groups, and the
Secretary of State of State declared on
March 17, 2016, that Daesh, also known as the
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Islamic State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS), was
responsible for genocide, crimes against hu-
manity, and other atrocity crimes against
several of these groups, including Christians
and Yezidis.

(2) According to the Department of State’s
annual reports on international religious
freedom, the number of Christians living in
Iraq has dropped from an estimated 800,000 to
1,400,000 in 2002 to fewer than 250,000 in 2015,
and the number of Yezidis living in Iraq has
dropped from 500,000 in 2013 to 350,000 to
400,000 in 2015.

(3) The annual reports on international re-
ligious freedom further suggest that Chris-
tian communities living in Syria, which had
accounted for between eight and ten percent
of Syria’s total population in 2010, are now
‘“‘considerably’” smaller as a result of the
civil war, and that the population of approxi-
mately 80,000 Yezidis in 2010 may now be
larger because of refugees from Iraq.

(4) Local communities and entities have
sought to mitigate the impact of violence di-
rected against religious and ethnic minori-
ties in Iraq and Syria, including the
Chaldean Catholic Archdiocese of Erbil
(Kurdistan Region of Iraq), which has used
private funds to provide assistance to inter-
nally displaced Christians, Yezidis, and Mus-
lims throughout the greater Erbil region,
while growing needs and diminishing re-
sources have made it increasingly difficult
to continue these efforts.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’” means—

(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the
Committee on the Judiciary, the Committee
on Homeland Security, and the Permanent
Select Committee on Intelligence of the
House of Representatives; and

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations,
the Committee on the Judiciary, the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs, and the Select Committee on
Intelligence of the Senate.

(2) FOREIGN TERRORIST ORGANIZATION.—The
term ‘‘foreign terrorist organization’ mean
an organization designated by the Secretary
of State as a foreign terrorist organization
pursuant to section 219(a) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1189(a)).

(3) HUMANITARIAN, STABILIZATION, AND RE-
COVERY NEEDS.—The term ‘‘humanitarian,
stabilization, and recovery needs’, with re-
spect to an individual, includes water, sani-
tation, hygiene, food security and nutrition,
shelter and housing, reconstruction, medical,
education, and psychosocial needs.

(4) HYBRID COURT.—The term ‘‘hybrid
court” means a court with a combination of
domestic and international lawyers, judges,
and personnel.

(5) INTERNATIONALIZED DOMESTIC COURT.—
The term ‘‘internationalized domestic court”
means a domestic court with the support of
international advisers.

SEC. 4. STATEMENT OF POLICY.

It is the policy of the United States to en-
sure that assistance for humanitarian, sta-
bilization, and recovery needs of individuals
who are or were nationals and residents of
Iraq or Syria, and of communities from those
countries, is directed toward those individ-
uals and communities with the greatest
need, including those individuals from com-
munities of religious and ethnic minorities,
and communities of religious and ethnic mi-
norities, that have been identified as being
at risk of persecution, forced migration, acts
of genocide, crimes against humanity, or war
crimes.
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SEC. 5. ACTIONS TO PROMOTE ACCOUNTABILITY
IN IRAQ AND SYRIA FOR ACTS OF
GENOCIDE, CRIMES AGAINST HU-
MANITY, AND WAR CRIMES.

(a) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary of State
and the Administrator of the United States
Agency for International Development are
authorized to provide assistance, including
financial and technical assistance, as nec-
essary and appropriate to support the efforts
of entities, including nongovernmental orga-
nizations with expertise in international
criminal investigations and law, to under-
take the following activities to address
crimes of genocide, crimes against human-
ity, or war crimes, and their constituent
crimes, in Iraq since January 2014:

(1) The conduct of criminal investigations.

(2) The development of indigenous inves-
tigative and judicial skills, including by
partnering, directly mentoring, and pro-
viding equipment and infrastructure where
necessary, for the purpose of effectively ad-
judicating cases consistent with due process
and respect for the rule of law.

(3) The collection and preservation of evi-
dence and the chain of evidence, including
for use in prosecutions in domestic courts,
hybrid courts, and internationalized domes-
tic courts, consistent with the activities de-
scribed in subsection (b).

(b) ACTIONS BY FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS.—
The Secretary of State, in consultation with
the Attorney General, the Secretary of
Homeland Security, the Director of National
Intelligence, and the Director of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, shall encourage
governments of foreign countries—

(1) to include in appropriate security data-
bases and security screening procedures of
such countries information to identify indi-
viduals who are suspected to have committed
crimes of genocide, crimes against human-
ity, or war crimes, and their constituent
crimes, in Iraq or Syria, including individ-
uals who are suspected to be members of for-
eign terrorist organizations operating in Iraq
or Syria; and

(2) to prosecute such individuals for acts of
genocide, crimes against humanity, or war
crimes, as appropriate.

(c) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out sub-
section (a), the Secretary of State shall con-
sult with and consider credible information
from entities described in such subsection.
SEC. 6. IDENTIFICATION OF AND ASSISTANCE TO

ADDRESS HUMANITARIAN, STA-
BILIZATION, AND RECOVERY NEEDS
OF CERTAIN PERSONS IN IRAQ AND
SYRIA.

(a) IDENTIFICATION.—The Secretary of
State, in consultation with the Secretary of
Defense, the Administrator of the United
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, and Director of National Intelligence,
shall seek to identify the following:

(1) The threats of persecution and other
early-warning indicators of genocide, crimes
against humanity, and war crimes against
individuals—

(A) who are or were nationals and residents
of Iraq or Syria, are members of religious or
ethnic minority groups in such countries,
and with respect to which the Secretary of
State has determined ISIS has committed
acts of genocide, crimes against humanity,
or war crimes since January 2014; or

(B) who are members of other religious or
ethnic minority groups in Iraq or Syria and
are identified by the Secretary of State as
persecuted groups.

(2) The religious and ethnic minority
groups in Iraq or Syria identified pursuant
to paragraph (1) that are at risk of forced mi-
gration, within or across the borders of Iraq,
Syria, or a country of first asylum, and the
primary reasons for such risk.

(3) The humanitarian, stabilization, and re-
covery needs of individuals described in
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paragraphs (1) and (2), including the assist-
ance provided by the United States and by
the United Nations, respectively, to address
the humanitarian, stabilization, and recov-
ery needs, and mitigate the risks of forced
migration, of individuals described in para-
graphs (1) and (2) and assistance provided
through the Funding Facility for Immediate
Stabilization and Funding Facility for Ex-
panded Stabilization.

(4) To the extent practicable and appro-
priate, the entities, including faith-based en-
tities, that are providing assistance to ad-
dress the humanitarian, stabilization, and
recovery needs of individuals described in
paragraphs (1) and (2) and the extent to
which the United States is providing assist-
ance to or through such entities.

(b) ADDITIONAL CONSULTATION.—In carrying
out subsection (a), the Secretary of State
shall consult with, and consider credible in-
formation from, individuals described in
paragraphs (1) and (2) of such subsection and
entities described in paragraph (4) of such
subsection.

(c) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary of State
and the Administrator of the United States
Agency for International Development are
authorized to provide assistance, including
financial and technical assistance as nec-
essary and appropriate, to support entities
described in subsection (a)(4) that the Sec-
retary and Administrator determine have ac-
cess, and are capable of effectively managing
and delivering such assistance, to the indi-
viduals described in paragraphs (1) and (2) of
such subsection.

SEC. 7. REPORTS.

(a) IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.—Not later
than 90 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Secretary of State shall sub-
mit to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees a report on the following:

(1) A detailed description of the efforts
taken, and efforts proposed to be taken, to
implement the provisions of this Act.

(2) An assessment of the feasibility and ad-
visability of prosecuting individuals for
whom credible evidence exists of having
committed acts of genocide, crimes against
humanity, or war crimes in Iraq since Janu-
ary 2014 or Syria since March 2011 in domes-
tic courts in Iraq, hybrid courts, and inter-
nationalized domestic courts, and of the
measures needed to ensure effective criminal
investigations of such individuals, and to ef-
fectively collect and preserve evidence, and
preserve the chain of evidence, for prosecu-
tion.

(3) Recommendations for legislative rem-
edies and administrative actions to facilitate
implementation of this Act.

(b) ForM.—The report required under this
section shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may contain a classified annex if
necessary.

SEC. 8. PROHIBITION ON ADDITIONAL FUNDING.

No additional funds are authorized to be
appropriated to carry out this Act. This Act
shall be carried out using amounts otherwise
authorized.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr.
ESPAILLAT) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
to revise and extend their remarks and
to include extraneous material on the
bill.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to begin by rec-
ognizing the efforts of our colleague,
Mr. SMITH. Mr. SMITH of New Jersey is
chairman of the Subcommittee on Afri-
ca, Global Health, Global Human
Rights, and International Organiza-
tions. We appreciate his strong leader-
ship on this critical issue. And, as al-
ways, I also appreciate Ranking Mem-
ber ENGEL for his support.

Mr. Speaker, more than 6 years ago,
the world watched with dread as Syr-
ian dictator Bashar al-Assad ordered
action against what were peaceful
protestors coming down the main bou-
levard in Damascus. We watched on
CNN and international television. As
they were saying it was peaceful, we
then saw the automatic weapons of the
regime open up and mow them down.
What has followed has been year after
year of mass atrocities as Assad seeks
to break the Syrian people.

Building on the vacuum created by
Assad, ISIS burst onto the inter-
national stage in 2014 by declaring
themselves and their supposed ‘‘caliph-
ate”’—and committing obscene, horrific
acts in an effort to spread their nihi-
listic, death-filled ideology.

We also saw that they targeted any-
one unlucky enough to cross their path
across Syria and Iraq. Yet, oddly
enough, the regime in Syria did not
target ISIS. They were too busy car-
rying out their campaign against the
people of Syria—protesters, the Free
Syrian Army, and others—who were
pushing back against the regime.

Here, alongside the nightmare that
Assad created, came this new night-
mare of ISIS. These two evils, as I call
them, ISIS and Assad, exist side by
side, perpetrating extreme violence on
anyone who would oppose their grip on
power.

ISIS is committing genocidal vio-
lence against Yazidis and Christians in
Syria and Iraq, seeking to destroy
their entire communities and to erase
their shared histories. Assad is com-
mitting massive crimes against hu-
manity, targeting men, women, and
children from all sects, all religions,
and all groups, as documented by Cae-
sar, a military photographer who
snuck out photos of what goes on in
Assad’s prisons, documenting the tor-
ture and death of tens of thousands of
citizens in Syria.

More than a year after the Obama ad-
ministration, under intense congres-
sional pressure, finally declared that
ISIS’ actions against the religious
communities of Iraq and Syria con-
stituted ‘‘genocide,” there is still an
urgent need for assistance to these vul-
nerable communities. These commu-
nities, which exist on the outskirts in
Syria and on the borders, have been
devastated by ISIS’ efforts to wipe
them out.
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These ancient communities, whose
roots go back centuries, include Chris-
tians, Yazidis, Assyrians, Syriacs,
Turkomans, and many others. Their
presence in Iraq and Syria is crucial to
the social fabric of these nations.

While the U.S. has been generous in
providing assistance to those targeted,
their needs are still urgent and ex-
treme. Whole communities have been
displaced, enslaved, and slaughtered.
Survivors need assistance in feeding
and clothing their families and in be-
ginning to address the extreme trauma
caused by ISIS and Assad.

This bill offers additional immediate
relief for these vulnerable communities
and also directs the State Department
to do more to support efforts to collect

and preserve evidence of ‘‘genocide,
crimes against humanity, and war
crimes” so that, someday, justice

might be served.

I urge Members to support this bill so
that the possibility of justice and ac-
countability for these atrocities can
give hope to those suffering today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, April 24, 2017.
Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: I write with re-
spect to H.R. 390, the ‘‘Iraq and Syria Geno-
cide Emergency Relief and Accountability
Act.” As a result of your having consulted
with us on provisions within H.R. 390 that
fall within thc rule X jurisdiction of the
Committee on the Judiciary, I forego any
further consideration of this bill so that it
may proceed expeditiously to the House floor
for consideration.

The Judiciary Committee takes this action
with our mutual understanding that by fore-
going consideration of H.R. 390 at this time,
we do not waive any jurisdiction over subject
matter contained in this or similar legisla-
tion and that our committee will be appro-
priately consulted and involved as this bill
or similar legislation moves forward so that
we may address any remaining issues in our
jurisdiction. Our committee also reserves
the right to seek appointment of an appro-
priate number of conferees to any House-
Senate conference involving this or similar
legislation and asks that you support any
such request.

I would appreciate a response to this letter
confirming this understanding with respect
to H.R. 390 and would ask that a copy of our
exchange of letters on this matter be in-
cluded in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of H.R. 390.

Sincerely,
BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC, April 24, 2017.
Hon. BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN GOODLATTE: Thank you for
consulting with the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee and agreeing to be discharged from
further consideration of H.R. 390, the Iraq
and Syria Genocide Emergency Relief and
Accountability Act of 2017, so that the bill
may proceed expeditiously to the House
floor.
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I agree that your forgoing further action
on this measure does not in any way dimin-
ish or alter the jurisdiction of your com-
mittee, or prejudice its jurisdictional prerog-
atives on this resolution or similar legisla-
tion in the future. I would support your ef-
fort to seek appointment of an appropriate
number of conferees from your committee to
any House-Senate conference on this legisla-
tion.

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 390
into the Congressional Record during floor
consideration of the resolution. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work to-
gether as this measure moves through the
legislative process.

Sincerely,
EDWARD R. ROYCE,
Chairman.
Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of this measure.

I, again, want to thank Chairman
ROYCE and Ranking Member ENGEL,
who have worked in a bipartisan way
to bring this important measure before
us today. I would also like to thank
Mr. SMITH and Ms. EsHOO for their
work on this bill, the Iraq and Syria
Emergency Genocide Act, and for their
tireless efforts on behalf of religious
minorities in the Middle East. It is
often easy to look away in the face of
these atrocities, Mr. Speaker, but these
lawmakers have made sure that we
stay focused on preventing genocide
and promoting accountability in this
part of the region.

On March 17, 2016, Secretary of State
John Kerry said: “In my judgment,
ISIS is responsible for genocide against
groups and areas under its control, in-
cluding Yazidis, Christians, and Shia
Muslims the United States will
strongly support efforts to collect, doc-
ument, preserve, and analyze the evi-
dence of atrocities, and we will do all
we can do to see that these perpetra-
tors are held accountable.”

The House had urged the Secretary
to designate the crimes against minori-
ties in Iraq and Syria as ‘‘genocide,”
and the measure before us today fol-
lows up on those efforts. It is tragic
that a bill like this remains necessary.
Unfortunately, ISIS continues to tar-
get religious minorities, including
Christians, Yazidis, and Shia.

We have seen overwhelming evidence
of forced migration, execution, rape,
starvation, enslavement, amputation,
and public lashings. In Raqqa, which
ISIS has declared capital of the caliph-
ate, children are forced to watch videos
of mass executions in order to desen-
sitize them to this level of violence.

ISIS remains an ongoing threat, and
its campaign of violence and persecu-
tion is an ongoing tragedy for the peo-
ple across the region. This bill would
respond to that part of the challenge.
It states that American assistance for
humanitarian, stabilization, and recov-
ery should go to those individuals and
communities with the greatest need.
That includes communities of religious
and ethnic minorities.
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The bill also will help ensure that
those responsible for this violence and
persecution are brought to justice. It
pushes USAID to assist in the efforts to
conduct criminal investigations and
help develop skills on the ground to
collect evidence and press these cases.

This legislation is supported by the
Knights of Columbus, U.S. Conference
of Catholic Bishops, HIAS, Yazidi
Human  Rights Organization-Inter-
national, and several other organiza-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), the au-
thor of this bill and also the chairman
of the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee
on Africa, Global Health, Global
Human Rights, and International Orga-
nizations.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the distinguished
chairman for yielding, and I thank him
for his leadership on this bill. I want to
thank Ranking Member ENGEL for his
support and also Majority Leader
McCARTHY for making sure this bill
came to the floor. Without that, we
wouldn’t be here, so I want to thank
him especially for his support.

Mr. Speaker, I start off by saying
that, since 2013, I have chaired nine
congressional hearings focused in
whole or in part on atrocities in Iraq
and Syria. The distinguished chairman
has had another dozen or so such hear-
ings that have brought to light these
atrocities.

In one of our hearings in December of
2015, Gregory Stanton, president of
Genocide Watch, testified that ‘‘weak
words are not enough,’” noting that 21
human rights organizations, genocide
scholars, and religious leaders wrote to
President Obama imploring him to rec-
ognize the ISIS genocide.

At that same hearing, Chaldean
Bishop Francis Kalabat said that
“‘since the fall of Mosul in early June
2014, Christians have endured targeted
persecution in the form of forced dis-
placement, sexual violence, and other
human rights violations.”” He said,
“ISIS has committed terrific atrocities
against the Yazidis,”” and then he bot-
tom-lined it and said the Christians are
‘“‘under threat of extinction.”

On May 9, 2016, the House passed
JEFF FORTENBERRY’s genocide resolu-
tion 393-0. A few days later, Secretary
of State John Kerry declared ISIS
atrocities to be a genocide.

The existential threat to Christians
and Yazidis and other minority faiths,
however, continues to this day. Some
of the fortunate ones have made it to
the relative safety of Erbil but, aston-
ishingly, have gotten no assistance
from the United States Government.

Since 2014, as a matter of fact, the
Chaldean Catholic Archdiocese of Erbil
has provided almost all of the medical
care, food, shelter, and education re-
ceived by over 13,200 Christian families,
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almost one-third of the Christians re-
maining in Iraq, who escaped ISIS. The
archdiocese also provides assistance to
Yazidis and Muslims. The funding for
all of this has been private, with
money from Knights of Columbus, Aid
to the Church in Need, and a few oth-
ers.

Carl Anderson, Supreme Knight of
the Knights of Columbus, which has do-
nated more than $12 million to the ef-
fort, testified in one of my hearings
and said the Knights and other private
sources have responded. ‘‘But non-
governmental organizations can only
do so much.”

“The rich tapestry,” as he pointed
out, ‘‘of religious pluralism in the re-
gion must be preserved now or it will
be lost forever,” noting that there has
been an 80 percent decline of Christians
in Iraq and 70 percent in Syria.

He said: “With its loss will come in-
creased instability and threats to our
own security and that of the world.

‘“We have a unique opportunity—and,
some would say, unique responsi-
bility—to protect the victims of geno-
cide.”

Mr. Speaker, just before Christmas of
last year, I traveled to Erbil with a
staff delegation at the invitation of the
Chaldean archbishop, Bashar Warda, to
meet with survivors and to visit an in-
ternally displaced person camp of
about 6,000 individuals. Both my staff
and I were amazed and inspired by the
genocide survivors’ resiliency and deep
faith in the Lord, despite the cruelty
that they had endured.
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There was so much joy, love, and
courage despite the loss of family and
friends to ISIS. They had deep hope.
The children sang Christmas carols—it
was December 23 when we were there—
with smiles and with reverence. The
leaders, especially Archbishop Warda,
trusted in God while working unceas-
ingly and unselfishly for others.

Because the needs on the ground
have always exceeded private support,
the archdiocese has had to battle
chronic funding crises over these last
several years. Archbishop Warda told
me recently that they had to tempo-
rarily suspend their distribution of
medicines, and are on track to run out
of money for food sometime this June.

H.R. 390 provides authority and direc-
tion to the secretary and the adminis-
trator of USAID to identify the human-
itarian, stabilization, and recovery
needs of these communities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield the gentleman an additional
2 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. This bill
also authorizes and directs the sec-
retary to fund entities, including faith-
based ones, that are effectively pro-
viding assistance to meet those needs
on the ground.

It addresses another urgent aspect of
this crisis: evidence linking specific

The
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ISIS perpetrators to specific atrocity
crimes that is being destroyed or lost.
And we have seen this in the past in
Rwanda, in Sierra Leone, and in the
former Yugoslavia. You have got to
collect the information that is action-
able in order to prosecute these crimes
against humanity. This legislation di-
rects that, and that is why it has the
support of all four former U.S. Ambas-
sadors at Large for war crimes issues.

It also directs the Secretary of State
to work with foreign governments to
ensure that they are including identi-
fying information about suspected per-
petrators in their security databases
and security screening and are pros-
ecuting perpetrators of these horrific
crimes.

President Trump and Vice President
PENCE have strongly, publicly, and re-
peatedly committed the administra-
tion to providing relief to Christians,
Yazidis, and other genocide survivors.
This legislation tangibly supports this
commitment and is a blueprint for ac-
tion.

I especially want to thank tonight
the coauthor of this legislation, ANNA
ESHO00. Her tireless efforts on behalf of
all Christians and other persecuted re-
ligious minorities has been really fan-
tastic, and I want to thank her for that
and for working so cooperatively to-
gether with me and my staff and the
full committee staff.

I would also like to thank the great
staff work of Nathaniel Hurd, Piero
Tozzi in my office, Matt McMurray in
ANNA ESHOO’s office, Doug Anderson
and Joan Condon in the House Foreign
Affairs Committee, and Roger Mahan
and Luke Murry in the majority lead-
er’s office. And, as always, I want to
thank Kelly Dixon, who ultimately
helped us bring this legislation to the
floor.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the statement of Mr. Carl A. Anderson
before the Subcommittee on Africa,
Global Health, Global Human Rights,
and International Organizations.
OPENING STATEMENT OF MR. CARL A. ANDER-

SON, SUPREME KNIGHT, KNIGHTS OF COLUM-

BUS

(Before the Subcommittee on Africa, Glob-
al Health Global Human Rights and Inter-
national Organizations of the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, U.S. House of Representa-
tives, at a hearing titled The ISIS Genocide
Declaration: What Next?, May 26, 2019)

Thank you for the opportunity to appear
before this subcommittee and to discuss the
next steps that need to be taken needed to
protect the survivors of ongoing genocide in
Iraq and Syria. Let me begin by saying that
the House of Representatives, the State De-
partment and the United States Commission
on International Religious Freedom are all
to be commended for the important step of
declaring the situation confronting Chris-
tians and other religious minorities in the
Middle East genocide.

The world’s greatest humanitarian crisis
since World War II is unfolding now in the
Middle East. In addition to millions of refu-
gees, many of the region’s indigenous com-
munities now face extinction. These commu-
nities may disappear in less than a decade.
But their fate is not inevitable. The United
States can avert this unfolding tragedy.
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A UNIQUE HISTORICAL MOMENT

Around the world, people of good will, Mus-
lim and non-Muslim alike, wish to differen-
tiate themselves from the horrific and vio-
lent theology espoused by ISIS.

It is certainly true that such extremists
make up a small percentage of Muslims over-
all. But among the world’s billion Muslims,
the majority simply want to raise their fam-
ilies in peace and are scandalized by what
ISIS is doing in the name of Islam.

Prominent Islamic leaders and scholars
from around the world have recently taken
an important step in the Marrakesh Declara-
tion. Attempts such as this, which seek to
align Islam with the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights should be supported.

At the same time, it is clear that Chris-
tians, and other indigenous minorities, are
experiencing genocide, at the hands of the Is-
lamic State and related groups. Their plight
is now at the top of the world’s agenda in a
way that it never has been before.

These factors together create an unparal-
leled opportunity for the United States, and
for all those opposed to ISIS’ radical vision—
Muslims and non-Muslims alike—to advance
an agenda of equality, justice, peace, and ac-
countability in the region.

SIX PRINCIPLES FOR SOUND POLICY IN THE
REGION

The United States can avert the extinction
of indigenous religious and ethnic commu-
nities in Iraq and Syria with a policy that
contains the following six principles:

(1) Increase aid and ensure that it actually
reaches those most in need;

We are reliably informed that official gov-
ernment and U.N. aid does not reach the
Christian genocide survivors in Iraq and
Syria.

Repeatedly, we hear from Church leaders
in the region that Christians—and other
genocide survivors—are last in line for as-
sistance from governments. Significantly,
the Archdiocese of Erbil, where most Iraqi
Christians now live, receives no money from
any government whatsoever. If assistance
from outside Church affiliated agencies ends
in Erbil, Christians there will face a cata-
strophic humanitarian tragedy within 30
days. The situation is similar in Syria, ac-
cording to Christian leaders there.

Those who face genocide are a tiny frac-
tion of the population. They often must
avoid official refugee camps because they are
targeted for violence there by extremists. As
a result, these minorities often do not get
“official’’ aid. This will continue to be the
reality unless specific action is taken to
bring the aid to where these minorities are
forced to reside by continuing violence.

The Knights of Columbus and others pri-
vate sources have responded to this situa-
tion. Since 2014, we have raised more than
$10.5 million for relief, assisting Christians
and other internally displaced persons and
refugees in Iraq, Syria, Jordan, and Lebanon.
We have partnered with dioceses and reli-
gious agencies working in the region to pro-
vide general relief, food, clothing, shelter,
education, and medical care. In doing so we
assist both Christians and non-Christians.
We are also working with church entities to
ensure that they are making use of all gov-
ernment or U.N. resources available.

But non-governmental organizations can
only do so much. Government aid is essential
to the long-term survival of these indigenous
religious and ethnic minorities. It is urgent
that Congress appropriate funding to save
those who have escaped genocide. I urge you
to consider special emergency appropria-
tions, however modest, to improve the hu-
manitarian conditions on the ground in Iraq.

This funding, whatever the vehicle, should
come with mechanisms in place—reporting
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requirements and oversight—to ensure that
American aid does not get diverted from its
intended purpose.

(2) Support the long-term survival in the
region of these ancient indigenous religious
and ethnic communities;

In Iraq, the Christians population has de-
clined by more than 80 percent, and in Syria
by nearly 70 percent.

American policy should recognize the im-
portant differences in the situations of those
fleeing violence and those targeted for geno-
cide. And we should prioritize the latter.

Consider this analogy. After World War II,
there were approximately 50 million refu-
gees, and only a small fraction were Jews.
Yet the world understood that Jews, who had
survived genocide, faced a qualitatively dif-
ferent situation, and deserved heightened
consideration.

The same is true today for the indigenous
religious and ethnic minorities of the region.
They have an indisputable right to live in
their country—in whatever region of it they
wish. Depending on the circumstances, this
may mean where they are originally from, or
where they find themselves now, but as sur-
vivors of an ongoing genocide, they deserve
to be prioritized, not left behind by Amer-
ican policy decisions.

(3) Punish the perpetrators of genocide and
crimes against humanity;

The United States should support action
by the U.N. Security Council to refer key
perpetrators of genocide for prosecution.
Equally important, we should support the
Iraqi Central Government and the Kurdish
Regional Government’s adjudication of the
cases of thousands of ISIS fighters and sup-
porters who currently remain in local deten-
tion centers.

As the population of captured ISIS fighters
increases, local detention centers and jails
risk becoming their own humanitarian issue.
The need to improve this situation cannot be
overstated.

Additionally, although substantial evi-
dence of genocide exists, the United States
should cooperate in taking further action to
develop additional documentation and pres-
ervation before physical evidence is lost. Ap-
propriations intended to assist in the adju-
dication of ISIS fighters will be critical in
the coming months.

(4) Assist victims of genocide in attaining
refugee status.

A news report last week indicated that of
the 499 Syrian refugees admitted to the U.S.
in May, not one was listed as being Christian
or as explicitly coming from any of the
groups targeted for genocides. How long will
this situation be allowed to continue?

The U.S. should appropriate funding and
work with the U.N. High Commissioner for
Refugees to make provisions for locating and
providing status to individuals—such as
Yezidis and Christians—that have been tar-
geted for genocide. Many of these genocide
survivors fear going into official U.N. refugee
camps, where they are targeted. Thus they
are overlooked, and find it nearly impossible
to acquire official refugee status or immi-
grate.

Congress should act now. Senator Tom
Cotton has introduced the Religious Persecu-
tion Relief Act, S. 2708, to provide for over-
looked minorities in the prioritization of ref-
ugees. We support this bill and urge its pas-
sage.

(6) Prepare now for foreseeable human
rights challenges as ISIS-controlled terri-
tory is liberated by ensuring that Christians
and other minorities have equal rights to de-
cide their future;

We should prepare now for the con-
sequences of the liberation of ISIS controlled
areas, including Mosul and the Nineveh Re-
gion, as well as regions in Syria. We are like-
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ly to see another humanitarian crisis as ci-
vilians flee the fighting or return to their
former communities when fighting ceases.

There has been much debate concerning
plans for victims of genocide in Iraq. Some
have argued for returning people safely to
the Nineveh Region, others that they should
be allowed to stay in Kurdistan, still others
that they be allowed to immigrate. But these
are not necessarily mutually exclusive, com-
peting proposals. People should be allowed to
decide their own future. And when they do,
we should work to ensure they are treated
with fairness, dignity and equality. This also
means that it will be increasingly important
to ensure that the property rights and
claims of minority groups are respected.

(6) Promote the establishment of inter-
nationally agreed upon standards of human
rights and religious freedom as conditions
for humanitarian and military assistance.

The United States should advocate for full
and equal rights for religious and ethnic mi-
norities in the region in exchange for our
military and humanitarian aid. A necessary
first step to prevent genocide is to overcome
the social and legal inequality that is its
breeding ground.

Religious hatred, discrimination and sec-
ond-class citizenship too often constitute a
way of life in the region—and it is a way of
life that is an antecedent to genocide. We
cannot accept one standard for human rights
in the region and another standard for the
rest of the world.

The guarantees in the Universal Declara-
tion of Human Rights—and the First and
Fourteenth amendments to our own con-
stitution—regarding equality under the law
and freedom of speech and religion must be-
come a reality for all citizens of Iraq, Syria
and elsewhere throughout the region.

CONCLUSION

The rich tapestry of religious pluralism in
the region must be preserved now or it will
be lost forever. With its loss will come in-
creased instability and threats to our own
security and that of the world.

We have a unique opportunity—and some
would say, unique responsibility—to protect
the victims of genocide. The United States
can provide such protection with a policy
that includes the principles outlined above.
Mr. Chairman, thank you very much for
your leadership and that of the members of
this subcommittee.

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time to
close.

The only way for the people of Iraq
and Syria to find peace and stability in
the coming years is to move towards
more inclusive governing, ensuring
that minorities have a stake in the
way their countries are run, and for
those responsible for violence to face
justice. It is as simple as that.

This legislation is a recognition that
there are no military solutions in the
Middle East; rather, the best way for-
ward is to address the underlying
causes that led to the creation of ISIS
so we can prevent the next ISIS from
rising up from the ashes in Iraq and
Syria.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Just in speaking about the condi-
tions of the Christian community, out-
side of Erbil, like Chairman SMITH, I
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had the opportunity last year to speak
to Archbishop Warda and to many of
those Christian families that have sur-
vived, and to see many of the children
that are struggling there.

I did want to commend the Knights
of Columbus, the archbishop, and
Catholic Charities for their sustained
effort, which goes not only to this
Christian community, but also the
neighboring Yazidi community. These
communities have no other means of
support.

I think that as we reflect upon this,
beyond the genocidal actions of ISIS,
we have also seen the depravity of the
Assad regime, which has engaged in a
massive effort to destroy anyone, re-
gardless of sect or religion or eth-
nicity, if they suspect them of being
unwilling to bow to Syria’s murderous
dictator. None are safe.

I say ‘‘suspect’ because so many of
those who were tortured to death to
give up other names are simply caught
up in a web of intelligence services who
go out and try to find those who they
believe may not be loyal. And they
haul them in for torture. And under the
knife, many of these people will give
up names of other families, whoever
they can remember, whoever they
know who may or may not in any way
be involved in politics, but then find
themselves in those same torture
chambers.

The result of this kind of a society
year after year breeds a sense of abso-
lute hopelessness, of blowback, of prob-
lems throughout Syria from which, I
must say, I suspect this long climb
back is going to be a very difficult one.

At the end of the day, though, it is
still absolutely imperative that those
responsible for those hideous crimes be
held accountable. A key aspect of any
lasting peace is going to be account-
ability, because a renewal of trust and
the prospect of justice is going to be
based on some measure on whether we
are going to hold to account those who
committed those kinds of crimes, those
who led to this kind of horror. Whether
it is Assad’s regime or whether it is
ISIS, there is so much devastation left
in the wake.

I urge Members to support this reso-
lution so that the possibility of peace
can be sustained by the hope that jus-
tice will prevail. I again thank Mr.
SMITH for authoring this measure. 1
also thank Ranking Member ENGEL for
his passionate leadership on the crisis
in Syria for so many years.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker,
since 2013, | have chaired nine Congressional
hearings focused, in whole or in a large part,
on atrocities in Iraq and Syria.

At one hearing in December of 2015, Pro-
fessor Gregory Stanton, President of Geno-
cide Watch testified that “weak words are not
enough” noting that twenty one human rights
organizations, genocide scholars, and religious
leaders wrote to President Obama imploring
him to recognize the ISIS genocide.

At the same hearing, Chaldean Bishop
Francis Kalabat testified that “since the fall of
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Mosul in early June 2014, Christians have en-
dured targeted persecution in the form of
forced displacement, sexual violence, and
other human rights violations.” He said “ISIS
has committed horrific atrocities against the
Yazidis.” The bishop said Christians are
“under threat of extinction.”

On May 9, 2016, the House passed Jeff
Fortenberry’s Genocide resolution 393 to 0. A
few days later, Secretary of State John Kerry
declared ISIS atrocities to be a genocide.

The existential threat to Christians and
Yazidis and other minorities continues to this
day. Some of the fortunate ones, however,
have made it to relative safety in Erbil but as-
tonishingly have not gotten assistance from
the United States.

Since 2014, the Chaldean Catholic Arch-
diocese of Erbil has been providing almost all
of the medical care, food, shelter and edu-
cation received by 13,200 Christian families,
almost one third of Christians remaining in
Irag, who escaped ISIS. The Archdiocese also
provides assistance to Yazidis and Muslims.
The funding has been private—Knights of Co-
lumbus, Aid to the Church in Need, and a few
others.

Carl Anderson, Supreme Knight of the
Knights of Columbus—which has donated
more than $12 million to the effort—testified
that the Knights and other private sources
have responded, “But non-governmental orga-
nizations can only do so much.” He also made
numerous recommendations including sup-
porting the “Long term survival in the region of
these ancient indigenous religions and ethnic
communities. In Iraq, the Christian population
has declined by more than 80 percent, and in
Syria, it has declined by almost 70 percent
. . . The rich tapestry of religious pluralism in
the region must be preserved now or it will be
lost forever.” He said, “With its loss will come
increased instability and threats to our own se-
curity and that of the world. We have a unique
opportunity—and some would say, unique re-
sponsibility—to protect the victims of geno-
cide.”

Just before Christmas last year, | travelled
to Erbil at the invitation of the Chaldean
Catholic Archbishop of Erbil, Bashar Warda, to
meet with survivors and visit an IDP camp.

Both my staff and | were amazed and in-
spired by the genocide survivors resiliency
and deep faith in the Lord despite the cruelty
they endured.

There was much joy, love, and courage de-
spite the loss of family and friends to ISIS.
They had hope. The children sang Christmas
carols with smiles and reverence.

The leaders—especially Archbishop
Warda—trust in God while working unceas-
ingly for others.

Because the needs on-the-ground have al-
ways exceeded private support, however, the
Archdiocese has had to battle chronic funding
crises. Archbishop Warda told me they re-
cently had to temporarily suspend their dis-
tribution of medicines and are on-track to run
out of money for food sometime this June.

H.R. 390 provides authority and direction to
the Secretary and Administrator of the U.S.
Agency for International Development to iden-
tify the humanitarian, stabilization, and recov-
ery needs of these communities. The bill also
authorizes and directs the Secretary and Ad-
ministrator to fund entities—including faith-
based ones—that are effectively providing as-
sistance to meet those needs on-the-ground.
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H.R. 390 addresses another urgent aspect
of this crisis: Evidence linking specific ISIS
perpetrators to specific atrocity crimes is being
destroyed or lost. It is vital that evidence that
can be used in a range of court settings is col-
lected and preserved. This will enable ac-
countability and support our efforts to counter
terrorist groups by demonstrating that the per-
petrators are chronic rapists, child abusers,
drug dealers and human traffickers.

This legislation authorizes and directs the
Secretary and Administrator to fund entities
that are conducting criminal investigations into
perpetrators of atrocity crimes in Iraqg.

The Commission for International Justice
and Accountability is an example of a non-
governmental organization that has been con-
ducting such criminal investigations on-the-
ground. CIJA has collected and preserved
ISIS recruitment forms, foreign fighter pass-
ports, and ISIS instructions from ISIS facilities,
laptops, hard drives, and memory sticks. It has
taken hundreds of witness statements from
victims, perpetrators, detained fighters, defec-
tors, insiders, witnesses, and other witnesses.
CIJA has developed pretrial briefs and perpe-
trator profiles that are of a world-class quality.

In 2016, CIJA received 409 requests for as-
sistance on cases from law enforcement agen-
cies in many countries, including the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security and FBI and
works closely with both agencies. Yet, CIJA
has received no financial support from the
U.S. government.

H.R. 390 also directs the Secretary to work
with foreign governments to ensure that they
are including identifying information about sus-
pected perpetrators in their security databases
and security screening and are prosecuting
perpetrators.

ISIS fighters in Iraq are being captured and
detained in the battle for Mosul and beyond.
Others are escaping the region and attempting
to return to their home countries around the
world. We should help ensure that in addition
to being screened and prosecuted for ter-
rorism, they are screened and prosecuted for
atrocity crimes.

President Trump and Vice President Pence
have strongly, publicly committed the Adminis-
tration to providing relief to Christians, Yazidis,
and other genocide survivors, and ensuring
perpetrators are brought to justice. H.R. 390
supports this commitment and is a blueprint
for implementation.

H.R. 390 has the bipartisan co-sponsorship
of 46 members, support from a range of
prominent Christian, Yezidi, religious freedom,
and accountability organizations, and has
been endorsed by all four former U.S. Ambas-
sadors-at-Large for War Crimes Issues.

| especially want to acknowledge my co-au-
thor and good friend ANNA ESHOO. Her tireless
efforts on behalf of Christians and other per-
secuted religious minorities, and the fantastic
partnership with her and her staff on this bill,
are a testament to the hi-partisanship of H.R.
390 and international religious freedom more
broadly.

And finally, Mr. Speaker, | would like to
thank the great staff work of Nathaniel Hurd
and Piero Toni in my office. Matt McMurray in
ANNA ESHOO’s office. Doug Anderson and
Joan Condon in the House Foreign Affairs
Committee. Roger Mahan and Luke Murry in
the Majority Leader’'s Office. And Kelly Dixon
who ultimately helped us get it to the floor.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Homeland Security Com-
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mittee and as a member of the Congressional
Refugee Caucus, | rise in strong support of
H.R. 390, the “Iraq and Syria Genocide Emer-
gency Relief and Accountability Act of 2017.”

This legislation makes clear that it is the
policy of the United States to ensure that as-
sistance for humanitarian, stabilization, and re-
covery needs is directed toward those individ-
uals and communities with the greatest need,
including those individuals from communities
of religious and ethnic minorities, and commu-
nities of religious and ethnic minorities, that
have been identified as being at risk of perse-
cution, forced migration, acts of genocide,
crimes against humanity, or war crimes.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is a timely and
important response to acts of genocide and
other war crimes committed by ISIS in a its
continuing effort to subjugate the Yazidi reli-
gious minority in Syria and Iraq.

ISIS has targeted and continues to target
Muslims, Jews, Sikhs, Christians, Yazidis and
its reprehensible actions are reminiscent of
what we have seen in some of the darkest pe-
riods of human history.

For example, according to reports of human
rights watchgroups, Shiite Muslims have been
killed by ongoing waves of ISIS bombings of
Shiite neighborhoods, and Shiite members of
Irag’s security forces have been victims of
mass ISIS executions.

ISIS is believed to be holding 3,500 people
as slaves, and most of the enslaved are
women and children from the Yazidi commu-
nity.

IySIS claimed credit for the twin blasts that
struck Christian Egyptian churches during
Palm Sunday services, in which at least 47
Christians were murdered.

Sadly, Mr. Speaker, in our own country we
are witnessing an alarming increase in vio-
lence, bigotry, and acts of terror against mem-
bers of many of our religious minorities:

1. Muslim college students have been shot
and killed, execution-style, in their living room
and outside of their mosques.

2. Jewish communities are struggling to deal
with desecrated cemeteries and waves of
bomb threats being called to their community
centers and places of worship.

3. Two Sikh men were killed in New York
City, a crime police declared to be a hate-
shooting.

4. Nine African American parishioners were
shot to death during Bible study at a Mother
Emanuel African Methodist Episcopal Church
in Charleston, South Carolina.

H.R. 390 aims to promote accountability in
Irag and Syria for the atrocities committed
against the religious minorities living in those
countries.

It also provides emergency relief for victims
of genocide, crimes against humanity, and war
crimes in Iraq and Syria.

Specifically, the bill authorizes the providing
of financial and technical assistance to those
in need, as well as working with nongovern-
mental organizations with expertise in inter-
national criminal investigations and law to in-
vestigate and address crimes of genocide,
crimes against humanity, or war crimes, and
their constituent crimes, occurring in Iraq since
January 2014.

H.R. 390 also authorizes United States aid
agencies to provide assistance to entities de-
termined to be capable of effectively managing
and delivering recovery, humanitarian, or sta-
bilization assistance to Iragi and Syrian reli-
gious or ethnic minorities that have been vic-
timized by ISIS.
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Mr. Speaker, the crimes ISIS has committed
against Iragi and Syrian religious and ethnic
minorities are horrific.

The victims of this campaign of terror are in-
nocent and in dire need of humanitarian and
stabilization assistance.

As the global leader and champion of
human rights and human dignity, the United
States has an obligation to lead the inter-
national effort to defeat ISIS and ameliorate
the suffering caused by its heinous acts.

H.R. 390 is a welcome and positive step in
the right direction and | urge all Members to
join me in voting for this important legislation.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 390, the Iraq and Syria Geno-
cide Emergency Relief and Accountability Act
of 2017.

In March of 2016, Congress declared in un-
equivocal terms that the persecution of Chris-
tians, Yezidis, and other ethnic and religious
minorities in Iraq and Syria by ISIS constituted
genocide.

This was a seminal moment in the U.S.
Congress because it's only the third time in
history that Congress has declared a geno-
cide. Unfortunately, the conditions for the tens
of thousands of survivors of these crimes
against humanity grow worse each day.

Mr. Speaker, we are witnessing the system-
atic extermination of Christians and other reli-
gious and ethnic minorities at the hands of
ISIS.

And despite the fact that Congress has ap-
propriated over $1 billion in humanitarian aid
to help these communities in Fiscal Year
2017, the money has not reached survivors
because the only organizations focused solely
on aiding survivors are religious groups, which
the State Department will not provide assist-
ance to.

For example, the Archdiocese of Erbil is
currently providing food, housing, and medical
care to more than 70,000 Christians who es-
caped death at the hands of ISIS. Even
though the Archdiocese of Erbil is providing
assistance to survivors at the center of this cri-
sis, the State Department will not distribute
U.S. assistance through religious organiza-
tions. H.R. 390 would resolve this ongoing
problem.

The bill directs the Secretary of State and
USAID to provide assistance directly to enti-
ties, including faith-based entities that are ef-
fectively providing assistance to genocide sur-
vivors or other persecuted religious and ethnic
communities on the ground in Irag and Syria.
Importantly, the aid can only be used for hu-
manitarian relief on the ground, not to support
the general operations of the church or faith-
based entity.

H.R. 390 also includes important provisions
that will help the international community doc-
ument the crimes against humanity that have
been committed by ISIS, hold the perpetrators
accountable, and ensure we learn from the
horrors we have witnessed over the last six
years so that we can one day prevent the next
large-scale genocide from occurring.

| want to thank the bill’'s sponsor and my
partner in this ongoing effort to help the tens
of thousands of survivors of genocide in lraq
and Syria, Congressman CHRIS SMITH. He has
been a tireless advocate on behalf of these
persecuted communities and | commend him
for the work he has done to get this bill
through the House.

Thirteen months after the House and Sen-
ate took the important step to label these
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crimes against humanity as genocide, my col-
leagues now have the opportunity to help
bring an end to the suffering.

| urge my colleague to vote “YES” on H.R.
390.

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 390, the Iraq and Syria Genocide
Emergency Relief and Accountability Act.

For too long, the Middle East—the birth
place of Christianity—has been the place
where thousands of Christians have been led
to their deaths. The Pew Research Center re-
ports that Christians are the world’s most per-
secuted faith community, with Middle Eastern
Christians experiencing this most severely.

In 2012, President Obama declared what is
happening to Christians in the Middle East as
“genocide”, but not much has been done to
respond to this crisis.

This bill will provide the dire supports and
safeguards that Christians and other religious
minorities desperately need. Specifically, it
gives prioritized consideration to Christians
and other religious minorities in the Middle
East for admission into the U.S. Refugee Ad-
missions Program, while keeping standard vet-
ting procedures in place.

This is so important given that less than half
of one percent of Syrians chosen for resettle-
ment between 2011 and 2016 have been
Christians.

H.R. 390 also supports entities that are con-
ducting criminal investigations into the bad ac-
tors perpetrating violence against Christians
and supports groups helping victims of geno-
cide in the region.

Clearly, persecuted Christians in the Middle
East desperately need our support. As a fel-
low Christian, | will keep working to bring at-
tention to the failures of our current refugee
program in helping these individuals, as well
as promote efforts to provide resources and
assistance to them in their time of need.

| applaud the passage of H.R. 390 and
hope that the Senate will give it timely consid-
eration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 390, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘““A bill to provide emer-
gency relief for victims of genocide,
crimes against humanity, and war
crimes in Iraq and Syria, for account-
ability for perpetrators of these crimes,
and for other purposes.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

CONDEMNING TERRORIST AT-
TACKS IN MANCHESTER, UNITED
KINGDOM

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 355)
condemning in the strongest terms the
terrorist attacks in  Manchester,
United Kingdom, on May 22, 2017, ex-
pressing heartfelt condolences, and re-
affirming unwavering support for the
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special relationship between our peo-
ples and nations in the wake of these
attacks, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 355

Whereas, on May 22, 2017, a terrorist trig-
gered improvised explosive devices at the
Manchester Arena following the conclusion
of a concert by American recording artist
Ariana Grande;

Whereas the blasts took the lives of at
least 22 people, and seriously injured 59,
many of whom were children;

Whereas British officials are continuing to
investigate the bombing to determine wheth-
er it was perpetrated by a lone individual or
by a terrorist network;

Whereas, on May 23, 2017, the Islamic State
of Iraq and Syria (ISIS) claimed responsi-
bility for the attacks and threatened further
attacks;

Whereas on June 3, 2017, three terrorists
drove a van into pedestrians on London
Bridge before committing multiple stabbing
attacks against innocent bystanders in the
Borough Market area of Liondon;

Whereas British police quickly arrived at
the scene and successfully ended the ter-
rorist attack;

Whereas at least seven people were killed,
and more than 48 wounded in the terrorist
attack;

Whereas British police continue to inves-
tigate the incident to ensure that all in-
volved in planning or supporting the attack
are brought to justice;

Whereas the horrific attacks at the Man-
chester Arena and in London are the latest
in a series of deadly assaults by ISIS in Eu-
rope in recent years;

Whereas British first responders reacted
swiftly and heroically to both attacks, tak-
ing immediate measures to secure the areas
and care for the wounded in ways that pre-
vented further loss of life;

Whereas Prime Minister Theresa May stat-
ed on May 23, 2017, that ‘‘all acts of terrorism
are cowardly attacks on innocent people but
this attack stands out for its appalling, sick-
ening cowardice, deliberately targeting inno-
cent, defenseless children and young people”’
and paid tribute to ‘‘the spirit of Manchester
and the spirit of Britain, a spirit that
through years of conflict and terrorism has
never been broken and will never be bro-
ken.”’;

Whereas President Donald Trump con-
demned those who perpetrated the attacks
and offered any and all assistance to the
United Kingdom as it investigates these at-
tacks and works to bring the terrorists to
justice; and

Whereas the United Kingdom has been a
steadfast ally to the United States: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) condemns the recent terrorist attacks
in Manchester, United Kingdom, on May 22,
2017, and in London, United Kingdom, on
June 3, 2017, and extends its deepest sym-
pathies to all those affected by these trage-
dies;

(2) reaffirms the American commitment to
the special relationship with the United
Kingdom, and supports the efforts of the
British Government to bring all those in-
volved with these heinous attacks to justice;

(3) appreciates the significant efforts by
the United Kingdom to combat terrorism;

(4) recognizes the persistent and growing
threat posed by Islamist terrorist groups
worldwide, and reaffirms the commitment of
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the United States to the multilateral, global
fight against such violent extremists; and

(5) remains committed to the defense of
universal democratic values.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr.
ESPAILLAT) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
to revise and extend their remarks and
to include any extraneous material on
this measure.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to recognize
Congressman GREGORY MEEKS, the
ranking member of the Europe, Eur-
asia, and Emerging Threats Sub-
committee; and Congressman PAUL
CoOK, the vice chairman of the House
Foreign Affairs Committee. I recognize
them for their work on this timely and
important resolution.

On May 22, as the world knows, in a
cowardly act of terrorism, a suicide
bomber attacked those exiting a con-
cert at the Manchester Arena in Eng-
land. These were principally teenagers
and children who were attending that
concert, in some cases, parents. What
many had planned to be a night of joy,
a festival, a chance for them to gather
to celebrate turned with one horrifying
blast into a nightmare of chaos and
devastation, and 23 innocent people
were killed, 166 were severely injured,
and many of those victims were chil-
dren.

This past week, in another cowardly
attack, terrorists struck unsuspecting
and unarmed pedestrians on London
Bridge, and then those terrorists went
on an attack against innocent bystand-
ers in London’s Borough Market area,
slashing and killing, and thus far, at
least 7 victims have died and 48 have
been seriously wounded. We grieve
their loss and send our prayers and
condolences to their families.

We also commend the brave and self-
less actions of British first responders
who, in the wake of both attacks,
moved to quickly secure the areas, aid
the wounded, and prevent further loss
of life.

Our deranged enemies, it is clear, are
intent on striking us wherever and
whenever possible, often choosing to
prey upon the most vulnerable, the
most innocent in our society, preying,
in this case, on children and teenagers.
We must be even more determined in
our resolve to stop them and we must
continue to build upon our own capa-
bilities, strengthening our cooperation
with our friends and allies like the
United Kingdom.
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Mr. Speaker, the United Kingdom has
been a staunch friend and ally, unpar-
alleled in its support for the United
States, including as a partner in our
counterterrorism efforts. At this sad
time, we stand solidly beside our
friends and allies as they mourn, heal,
and most assuredly rise again following
this tragedy. Passage of this resolution
is just one way that we can dem-
onstrate this support.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in unanimously supporting this
measure, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to express my
support for H. Res. 355. This resolution
was submitted by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MEEKS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COOK). It
is a strong message condemning in the
strongest terms the most recent ter-
rorist attacks in Manchester and Lon-
don. We worked quickly in the com-
mittee to pass this resolution in a bi-
partisan way. I thank Chairman ROYCE
and Ranking Member ENGEL again for
their bipartisan efforts.
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I would like to lend my voice of con-
dolence to the families and friends of
those who were killed and injured. I
pray that the Manchester and London
communities remain resilient and con-
tinue their beautiful human display of
kindness in the depths of such tragedy.

I read numerous human stories about
neighbors, faith leaders, and local busi-
nessmen and -women coming together
to aid their fellow citizens with open
arms and compassionate hearts. The
people of Manchester, London, and the
U.K. in general show the rest of the
world how to persevere in the face of
terror.

Finally, let us remember that the at-
tacks are directed at our open societies
that we have built over many genera-
tions. Let us remember that our re-
sponse will set the tone for not only
the security of the present day but also
the faith in such open societies and the
unbreakable bonds of community for
years to come.

We will continue to work in the For-
eign Affairs Committee to bring about
justice and encourage peace. The
United States admires the Manchester
and London response of stoicism, open-
heartedness, and solidarity.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. HOLDING),
chairman of the British-American Par-
liamentary Group and co-chairman of
the Congressional United Kingdom
Caucus, and he also has strong family
ties in Britain.

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman ROYCE for yielding me time,
and I rise in strong support of this res-
olution condemning the terror attacks
in the United Kingdom.
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Mr. Speaker, the senseless acts of
terror that took place in Manchester
and London are stark reminders of the
threat our allies and our Nation face
together. These horrific attacks re-
quire strong and coordinated response
to not only bring the perpetrators and
their enablers to justice but also to
combat global terrorism.

Mr. Speaker, Congress stands ready
to support our colleagues in Par-
liament with any assistance necessary.
The special relationship that bonds our
two nations and peoples is unlike any
other relationship that we enjoy.

I am reminded of the events 73 years
ago today when the United States
stood with Great Britain to execute the
largest amphibious landing ever assem-
bled in order to liberate Europe. Our
task in fighting terrorism is no less
daunting.

I appreciate the efforts here today by
the House to condemn these acts of ter-
ror and reaffirm our unwavering sup-
port for the special relationship that
we enjoy with the United Kingdom.

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, the
British people are well known for their
stiff upper lip, their resolve, and resil-
ience. We have seen all these traits on
display in the recent days in the proud
European cities of Manchester and
London as the dead are mourned, the
injured are nursed to health, and the
guilty are pursued.

Life must and will go on, and the
United Kingdom will remain the bea-
con of freedom, tolerance, and justice.
I am glad we took this time today to
send this strong message of solidarity
to the people of the U.K. Through the
years, they have long stood by us, and
we are proud of their friendship. We
call them our friends. I support this
measure and trust the House will do
the same.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. POE), chairman of the
Foreign Affairs’ Subcommittee on Ter-
rorism, Nonproliferation, and Trade.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
time and for his work on this very im-
portant resolution.

Mr. Speaker, last month, as fans
streamed out of a concert in Man-
chester, they were met by the worst
kind of despicable treachery. A ter-
rorist lay in wait with his time bomb
to inflict maximum damage on people,
killing as many as he could and cre-
ating fear among survivors. Twenty-
two innocent people were slaughtered,
including many children.

The attack claimed by ISIS thugs
was, unfortunately, not the last to hit
the United Kingdom. Over the week-
end, terrorists attacked innocent civil-
ians in London, killing 7 and wounding
at least 48 others.

Free countries cannot and must not
tolerate these attacks and must not
ever accept these attacks as the norm.
We must defeat the cancer of Islamic
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terrorism and the perverted thinking
that inspires it.

I strongly support this resolution
which condemns the attack in Man-
chester and expresses our support to
the people of the United Kingdom. We
will and must continue to stand to-
gether with the United Kingdom for
many reasons, but the main reason
being the bond of freedom that we have
shared for so many years. We must
stand together to combat and defeat
those who seek to attack freedom and
liberty and destroy our way of life.
They must not win.

Mr. Speaker, I offer my sincere con-
dolences to the victims of the attacks
in the United Kingdom and their fami-
lies. This evil cannot be allowed to con-
tinue without a bold response.

Mr. Speaker, justice demands that we
track down these terrorists and hold
them accountable for their evil deeds
whenever and wherever they attack.
Justice must be served because, Mr.
Speaker, justice is what free people de-
mand.

And that is just the way it is.

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, I urge
a ‘‘yes’ vote, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, following the killing in
London this past weekend, British
Prime Minister May compared the at-
tacks in Manchester and those in the
capital, and she said: ‘“ . . . while the
recent attacks are not connected by
common networks, they are connected
in one important sense. They are bound
together by the single evil ideology of
Islamist extremism that preaches ha-
tred, sows division, and promotes sec-
tarianism.”

“Defeating this ideology is one of the
great challenges of our time. . . .”’

Those were the Prime Minister’s
words.

We are committed to standing with
our British friends and allies in this
important fight. This resolution sig-
nals our resolve to deepen our collabo-
ration with our friends and allies in the
United Kingdom to counter terrorism
and to counter radicalization.

Mr. Speaker, I, therefore, urge my
colleagues to join me in unanimous
support of this resolution, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H. Res. 355, which ex-
presses the condolences of the United States
to the twenty-two innocent victims who lost
their lives and the fifty-nine individuals who
were seriously injured in the barbaric attack
perpetrated by a terrorist in Manchester,
United Kingdom.

Mr. Speaker, | support this resolution’s con-
demnation of this terrorist attack for the de-
praved, cowardly act that it is.

Our thoughts and prayers are with the fami-
lies and loved ones of the victims.

Moreover, our heartfelt appreciation goes
out to the first responders and others who
selflessly came to the aid of those affected by
this act.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Manchester will emerge from the attack
more vibrant and united than ever before with
the same resiliency that has enabled it to grow
and evolve from the “birthplace of the Indus-
trial Revolution” to the modern, progressive,
and welcoming metropolis that it is today.

As Manchester recovers and responds, |
hope that Mancunians and Britons as a whole
will take comfort in the knowledge that the
people of the United States stand in solidarity
with them.

This attack is a reminder of the common
danger that democratic, peace-loving nations
of the world face from those who reject the
norms of civilized society and abuse the lib-
erties and freedoms afforded them by free so-
cieties.

This terrorist attack in Manchester was a
horrific act on innocent civilians perpetrated by
a depraved individual who had the support of
those who misuse the peaceful religion of
Islam for their own misguided purposes.

Those who claim responsibility for this crime
against humanity should make no mistake;
they will be held accountable for their actions.

Today, however, our thoughts and prayers
are with the people of Manchester, a city that
represents everything terrorists despise—that
is, a place that welcomes people from all
walks of life to live together in harmony.

That symbol is recognizable to Americans,
because we are a society formed by diverse
individuals intertwined to create a mosaic that
is altogether lovely, strong, and unique.

Given our special relationship with the
United Kingdom, the people of the United
States of America offer our unwavering sup-
port to the people of Manchester and of the
United Kingdom.

Today, | ask a moment of silence for the
victims killed and injured in the terrorist attack
in Manchester.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
RoYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 355, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 39 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HOLDING) at 6 o’clock and
29 minutes p.m.

June 6, 2017

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H. Res. 354, by the yeas and nays; and

H. Res. 355, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The re-
maining electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 5-minute vote.

———

CONDEMNING VIOLENCE AGAINST
PEACEFUL PROTESTERS OUT-
SIDE THE TURKISH AMBAS-
SADOR’S RESIDENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 354) condemning
the violence against peaceful pro-
testers outside the Turkish Ambas-
sador’s residence on May 16, 2017, and
calling for the perpetrators to be
brought to justice and measures to be
taken to prevent similar incidents in
the future, as amended, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, as
amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 0,
not voting 33, as follows:

[Roll No. 286]

YEAS—397

Abraham Burgess Crawford
Adams Bustos Crist
Aguilar Butterfield Crowley
Allen Byrne Cuellar
Amash Calvert Culberson
Amodei Capuano Curbelo (FL)
Arrington Carbajal Davidson
Babin Cardenas Davis (CA)
Bacon Carson (IN) Dayvis, Danny
Banks (IN) Carter (GA) Dayvis, Rodney
Barr Carter (TX) DeFazio
Barragan Cartwright DeGette
Barton Castor (FL) Delaney
Beatty Castro (TX) DeLauro
Bera Chabot DelBene
Bergman Chaffetz Demings
Beyer Cheney Denham
Biggs Chu, Judy Dent
Bilirakis Cicilline DeSantis
Bishop (GA) Clark (MA) DeSaulnier
Bishop (MI) Clarke (NY) DesJarlais
Bishop (UT) Clay Deutch
Black Cleaver Diaz-Balart
Blackburn Coffman Dingell
Blum Cohen Doggett
Blunt Rochester  Cole Donovan
Bonamici Collins (GA) Doyle, Michael
Bost Collins (NY) F.
Boyle, Brendan Comer Duffy

F. Comstock Duncan (SC)
Brady (PA) Conaway Duncan (TN)
Brady (TX) Connolly Dunn
Brat Conyers Emmer
Bridenstine Cook Eshoo
Brooks (IN) Cooper Espaillat
Brown (MD) Correa Estes (KS)
Brownley (CA) Costa Esty (CT)
Buck Costello (PA) Evans
Bucshon Courtney Farenthold
Budd Cramer Faso
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Ferguson Lee Rosen
Fitzpatrick Levin Roskam
Fleischmann Lewis (MN) Rothfus
Flores Lipinski Rouzer
Fortenberry LoBiondo Roybal-Allard
Foster Loebsack Royce (CA)
Foxx Lofgren Ruiz
Frankel (FL) Long Ruppersberger
Franks (AZ) Loudermilk Russell
Frelinghuysen Love Rutherford
Fudge Lowenthal Ryan (OH)
Gabbard Lowey Sanchez
Gaetz Lucas Sanford
Gallagher Luetkemeyer Sarbanes
Gallego Lujan Grisham, Scalise
Garamendi M: Schakowsky
Garrett Lujan, Ben Ray Schiff
Gibbs Lynch Schneider
Gohmert MacArthur Schrader
Gonzalez (TX) Maloney, Schweikert
Goodlatte Carolyn B. Scott (VA)
Gosar Maloney, Sean Scott, Austin
Gottheimer Marchant Scott, David
Gowdy Marshall Sensenbrenner
Granger Massie Serrano
Graves (GA) Mast Sessions
Graves (LA) Matsui Sewell (AL)
Graves (MO) McCarthy Shea-Porter
Green, Al McCapl Sherman
Grger}, Gene McClintock Shimkus
Griffith McCollum Shuster
Grijalva McEachin Simpson
Grothman McGovern Sinema
Guthrie McHenry Sires
Hanabusa McKinley Slaughter
Harper McMorris Smi =
N mith (MO)
Harris Rodgers Smith (NE)
Hartzler McNerney Smi
. mith (NJ)
Hastings McSally .
Heck Meadows Sm}th (TX)
. Smith (WA)
Hensarling Meehan
Herrera Beutler Meng Smucker
N Soto
Hice, Jody B. Messer Stefanik
Higgins (LA) Mitchell
Hill Moolenaar Stgwart
Himes Mooney (WV) SUVEITS
Holding Moulton Suozzi
Hollingsworth Mullin Swalwell (CA)
Hoyer Murphy (FL) Takano
Hudson Murphy (PA) Taylor
Huffman Nadler Tenney
Huizenga Neal Thompson (CA)
Hultgren Newhouse Thompson (MS)
Hunter Noem Thompson (PA)
Hurd Nolan Thornberry
Issa Norcross Tiberi
Jackson Lee Nunes Tipton
Jayapal O’Halleran Titus
Jeffries O’Rourke Tonko
Jenkins (KS) Olson Torres
Jenkins (WV) Palazzo Trott
Johnson (GA) Palmer Tsongas
Johnson (LA) Panetta Turner
Johnson (OH) Pascrell Upton
Johnson, E. B. Paulsen Valadao
Jones Payne Vargas
Jordan Pearce Veasey
Joyce (OH) Pelosi Vela
Kaptur Perlmutter Velazquez
Katko Perry Visclosky
Keating Peters Wagner
Kelly (IL) Peterson Walberg
Kelly (MS) Pingree Walden
Kelly (PA) Pittenger Walker
Kennedy Pocan Walorski
Khanna Poe (TX) Walters, Mimi
Kildee Poliquin Walz
Kilmer Polis Wasserman
Kind Posey Schultz
King (IA) Price (NC) Watson Coleman
King (NY) Quigley Weber (TX)
Kinzinger Raskin Welch
Knight Reed Wenstrup
Krishnamoorthi  Reichert Westerman
Kuster (NH) Rice (NY) Williams
Kustoff (TN) Rice (SC) Wilson (FL)
Labrador Richmond Wilson (SC)
LaHood Roby Wittman
LaMalfa Roe (TN) Womack
Lamborn Rogers (AL) Woodall
Lance Rogers (KY) Yarmuth
Langevin Rokita Yoder
Latta Rooney, Thomas Yoho
Lawrence J. Young (AK)
Lawson (FL) Ros-Lehtinen Young (IA)

NOT VOTING—33

Bass
Blumenauer

Aderholt
Barletta

Brooks (AL)
Buchanan

Clyburn Larson (CT) Renacci
Cummings Lewis (GA) Rohrabacher
Ellison Lieu, Ted Rooney, Francis
Engel Marino Ross
Gutiérrez Meeks Rush
Higgins (NY) Moore Speier
Johnson, Sam Napolitano Waters, Maxine
Kihuen Pallone Webster (FL)
Larsen (WA) Ratcliffe Zeldin

O 1855

Mr. RYAN of Ohio changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution, as amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CONDEMNING TERRORIST AT-
TACKS IN MANCHESTER, UNITED
KINGDOM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 355) condemning
in the strongest terms the terrorist at-
tacks in Manchester, United Kingdom,
on May 22, 2017, expressing heartfelt
condolences, and reaffirming unwaver-
ing support for the special relationship
between our peoples and nations in the
wake of these attacks, as amended, on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, as
amended.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 0,
not voting 33, as follows:

[Roll No. 287]

YEAS—397

Abraham Brooks (IN) Comstock
Adams Brown (MD) Conaway
Aguilar Brownley (CA) Connolly
Allen Buck Conyers
Amash Bucshon Cook
Amodei Budd Cooper
Arrington Burgess Correa
Babin Bustos Costa
Bacon Butterfield Costello (PA)
Banks (IN) Byrne Courtney
Barr Calvert Cramer
Barragan Capuano Crawford
Barton Carbajal Crist
Bass Cardenas Crowley
Beatty Carson (IN) Cuellar
Bera Carter (GA) Culberson
Bergman Carter (TX) Curbelo (FL)
Beyer Cartwright Davidson
Biggs Castor (FL) Davis (CA)
Bilirakis Castro (TX) Davis, Danny
Bishop (GA) Chabot DeFazio
Bishop (MI) Chaffetz DeGette
Bishop (UT) Cheney Delaney
Black Chu, Judy DeLauro
Blackburn Cicilline DelBene
Blum Clark (MA) Demings
Blunt Rochester Clarke (NY) Denham
Bonamici Clay Dent
Bost Cleaver DeSantis
Boyle, Brendan Coffman DeSaulnier

F. Cohen DesJarlais
Brady (PA) Cole Deutch
Brady (TX) Collins (GA) Diaz-Balart
Brat Collins (NY) Dingell
Bridenstine Comer Doggett
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Donovan
Doyle, Michael
F

Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn
Emmer
Eshoo
Espaillat
Estes (KS)
Esty (CT)
Evans
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzalez (TX)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gottheimer
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Grothman
Guthrie
Hanabusa
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings
Heck
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Himes
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hoyer
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones

Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight

Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (MN)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marshall
Massie
Mast
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meng
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moulton
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Neal
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nunes
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Olson
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pocan
Poliquin
Polis
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Reed
Reichert
Rice (NY)
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Rice (SC)
Richmond
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Ros-Lehtinen
Rosen
Roskam
Rothfus
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Royce (CA)
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Russell
Rutherford
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Soto
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tiberi
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Trott
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
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Woodall Yoder Young (AK)
Yarmuth Yoho Young (TA)

NOT VOTING—33
Aderholt Higgins (NY) Ratcliffe
Barletta Johnson, Sam Renacci
Blumenauer Kihuen Rohrabacher
Brooks (AL) Larsen (WA) Rooney, Francis
Buchanan Lewis (GA) Ross
Clyburn Lieu, Ted Rush
Cummings Marino Speier
Davis, Rodney Meeks Thornberry
Ellison Moore Waters, Maxine
Engel Napolitano Webster (FL)
Gutiérrez Poe (TX) Zeldin

11902

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution, as amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The title of the resolution was
amended so as to read: ‘““‘Condemning in
the strongest terms the terrorist at-
tacks in Manchester, United Kingdom,
on May 22, 2017, and in London, United
Kingdom, on June 3, 2017, expressing
heartfelt condolences, and reaffirming
unwavering support for the special re-
lationship between our peoples and na-
tions in the wake of these attacks.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, | was ab-
sent during rollcall votes No. 286 and No. 287
due to my spouse’s health situation in Cali-
fornia. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yea” on H. Res. 354—Condemning the vio-
lence against peaceful protesters outside the
Turkish Ambassador’'s residence on May 16,
2017, and calling for the perpetrators to be
brought to justice and measures to be taken to
prevent similar incidents in the future, as
amended. | would have also voted “yea” on
H. Res. 355—Condemning in the strongest
terms the terrorist attacks in Manchester,
United Kingdom, on May 22, 2017, expressing
heartfelt condolences, and reaffirming unwav-
ering support for the special relationship be-
tween our peoples and nations in the wake of
these attacks, as amended.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, had |
been present for the vote on H. Res. 354, a
resolution “Condemning the violence against
peaceful protesters outside the Turkish Am-
bassador’s residence on May 16, 2017, and
calling for the perpetrators to be brought to
justice and measures to be taken to prevent
similar incidents in the future” (Rollcall Vote
No. 286), | would have voted “aye.”

| would have also voted “aye” on H. Res.
355, a resolution “Condemning in the strong-
est terms the terrorist attacks in Manchester,
United Kingdom, on May 22, 2017, expressing
heartfelt  condolences, and reaffirming
unwaivering support for the special relation-
ship between our peoples and nations in the
wake of these attacks” (Rollcall Vote No. 287).

——————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 60

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to remove my
name as a cosponsor of H.R. 60.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HIG-
GINS of Louisiana). Is there objection
to the request of the gentlewoman
from Texas?
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There was no objection.

RECOGNIZING THE DEBBIE’S
DREAM FOUNDATION

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to highlight the Debbie’s
Dream Foundation, an organization in
south Florida that seeks to make the
cure for stomach cancer a reality while
also supporting patients, families, and
caregivers who are impacted by this
disease.

According to the NIH, Mr. Speaker,
there are nearly 100,000 people living
with stomach cancer in our great Na-
tion, but despite these alarming num-
bers, Americans diagnosed with stom-
ach cancer face a challenging battle, as
it is difficult to find reliable informa-
tion, good treatments, and valuable re-
sources. Here is where Debbie’s Dream
Foundation steps in.

Debbie’s Dream Foundation works
with local communities, businesses,
government agencies, and the sci-
entific community to raise awareness
about stomach cancer and promote re-
search and cutting-edge treatment to
improve the lives of those afflicted
with this cancer.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
Debbie Zelman, the founder of this
great organization, who is also under-
going treatment for this disease, for
turning this tragedy into a positive
change for others suffering from stom-
ach cancer.

I also want to thank very much
Debbie’s wonderful parents and all of
the advocates for their lifesaving ef-
forts and unwavering commitment to
defeat stomach cancer once and for all.

———

LEAVING PARIS AGREEMENT
DAMAGING TO ENVIRONMENT

(Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Speak-
er, abandoning the commitments we
made in the Paris climate accord is a
massive self-inflicted wound to our en-
vironment, our global influence, and
our economy. The damage caused to
our economy and environment by leav-
ing the Paris Agreement is undeniable,
but it was also completely foreseeable.
That is why the first piece of legisla-
tion I wrote as a member of Congress
called for our country to keep the
pledges we made in this agreement, the
promises we made to the world, and to
ourselves.

Through his decision, the President
is ceding American leadership in the
green economy to China, and
kneecapping the global effort to
counter the effects of climate change.
While the President has made his
choice, the rest of us can make ours.

We must continue to resist global cli-
mate change by expanding our commit-
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ments to green technology and sustain-
able practices. If we do so, we will not
only address the challenges of our
time, but also embrace its opportuni-
ties.

———
RECOGNIZING ESTHER BEGAM

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Esther Begam, a
Holocaust survivor who recently re-
ceived her high school diploma from
Wayzata High School at the age of 88.

In 1942, Nazis invaded Poland and
forced 11-year-old Esther and her fam-
ily into a labor camp. Esther tragically
lost her mother and her brother in
Auschwitz, as well as her older sister in
another labor camp.

After the war, she married another
survivor and moved to Minnesota to
start a family. In 2010, she was invited
to share her story with the Wayzata
High School history class, where she
was asked what her biggest regret was,
and Esther said she wished she had re-
ceived her high school diploma.

So after hearing her story, the school
was able to arrange a graduation cere-
mony. Last month, Esther was pre-
sented with a diploma in front of her
children, her grandchildren, and her
great-grandchildren, receiving a stand-
ing ovation that was 71 years overdue.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Esther
Begam on her accomplishment after
overcoming an incredibly difficult life
challenge. She is truly an inspiration.

——

HONORING THE LIFE OF LONNY
KAPLAN

(Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr.
Speaker, on Saturday, New Jersey’s
12th Congressional District lost a man
of great strength and valor. We lost a
husband, a father, an activist. For
many others, we lost a great friend.

Lonny Kaplan and I met in the 1970s
and long maintained a friendship of
love and mutual respect. He is not only
a statesman, but a hero. His commit-
ment to political activism, especially
towards pro-Israel causes, made him
instrumental in strengthening the rela-
tionship between the United States and
Israel.

Lonny was a respected leader in the
Jewish community both here in the
state and nationally, and will long be
revered by those who had the honor to
know him. The loss we feel as a con-
gressional district and as a nation is
deep, but I know that Lonny will never
be forgotten by the countless lives that
he touched.

———

ALZHEIMER’S AWARENESS MONTH

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker,
June is National Alzheimer’s and Brain
Awareness Month, and as a member of
the bipartisan Congressional Task
Force on Alzheimer’s Disease, I am
working to address this debilitating
disease, its impact on everyday Ameri-
cans, and its effect on our healthcare
system for years to come.

Alzheimer’s is the most common
form of dementia, and it remains the
sixth leading cause of death in the
United States, afflicting 5 million
Americans, a number which could rise
to 16 million by the year 2050.

While there are drugs to mitigate the
effects of Alzheimer’s, these medica-
tions only help those in the early-to-
moderate stages of the illness, which
worsens over time. Right now there is
no cure.

I am committed to funding
groundbreaking Alzheimer’s research
and serving all Americans afflicted and
their families suffering from the dev-
astating effects of this disease. The
time to act is now.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2213, ANTI-BORDER CORRUP-
TION REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF
2017

Ms. CHENEY, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 115-162) on the resolution (H.
Res. 374) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 2213) to amend the Anti-
Border Corruption Act of 2010 to au-
thorize certain polygraph waiver au-
thority, and for other purposes, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 10, FINANCIAL CHOICE ACT
OF 2017

Ms. CHENEY, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 115-163) on the resolution (H.
Res. 375) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 10) to create hope and op-
portunity for investors, consumers, and
entrepreneurs by ending bailouts and
Too Big to Fail, holding Washington
and Wall Street accountable, elimi-
nating red tape to increase access to
capital and credit, and repealing the
provisions of the Dodd-Frank Act that
make America less prosperous, less sta-
ble, and less free, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

———

THANK YOU, MR. JONES

(Mr. KILMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, there are
people in a person’s life that have a
lasting influence, educators who help
shape the person that you become. Ron
Jones of Port Angeles, Washington,
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was one of those people for me and for
hundreds of others.

For the last 42 years, Mr. Jones has
been an outstanding music teacher
who, for generations of students, was a
difference maker in a way that would
make Mr. Holland and his opus jealous.
On multiple occasions he brought mu-
sicians to perform in Carnegie Hall and
other places all around, and in doing
s0, he didn’t just enhance a student’s
musical skills, he broadened the hori-
zons of young people. I know he did
that for me. He made you want to be
better. He made you want to try hard-
er. He made you want to perform well
enough to get that genuine Ron Jones
smile.

Mr. Speaker, as Mr. Jones prepares
for his retirement, it is my honor to
recognize him here on the floor of the
United States House of Representa-
tives, to wish him well, and, on behalf
of many grateful students, to simply
say: Thank you, Mr. Jones.

—
01915

HIT THE BEACHES, JUNE 6, 1944, D-
DAY

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at
dawn, in the hard cold rain of the chop-
py English Channel, thousands of
men—boys, really—aboard landing
craft assaulted the beaches in a place
called Normandy, France. They were
under brutal enemy gunfire and artil-
lery shelling. That was the morning of
June 6, 1944: D-Day.

Their buddies, the paratroopers, had
earlier, before dawn, landed in France
and met the same stiff resistance by
the enemy. The Allies were determined
to free Europe from the Nazis; and
after the gunfire ceased and the smoke
cleared, the successful assault that day
was costly.

At the top of the cliffs of Normandy,
among the white crosses and glistening
Stars of David, is the national ceme-
tery of America’s war dead. There are
9,387 Americans buried there. The aver-
age age is 24. They were the initial cas-
ualties of the invasion of Europe. More
Americans would later die in the great
World War II.

Today, we remember those who
fought on June 6 and other Americans,
like my 91-year-old dad, who went to
liberate France and not to conquer it.
These warriors are the charter mem-
bers of the Greatest Generation.

And that is just the way it is.

———
OUR WORD IS OUR BOND

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, our
word is our bond.

The United States, when it engages
internationally with our allies and
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friends, and even our enemies, our word
is our bond.

The meetings that the administra-
tion had recently in Saudi Arabia, I am
sure there were some positive results,
but there is no positive result to the
disruption that is now occurring be-
tween Mideast countries and Qatar.

Qatar has some of our military assets
that are enormously important. Rumor
has it that the administration may be
thinking of a regime change. Yes, we
have had our concerns with Qatar. We
have been concerned about human
rights or concerned about various posi-
tions with Al Jazeera, but we have
worked with them, and we have real-
ized that the emir, over the years, has
worked with us in an honest and decent
way and treated their people in a man-
ner of decency.

I hope this is straightened out. They
can’t be starved. We cannot continue
to encourage or be part of any disrup-
tion in that region. We need them to
collaborate against terrorism. We do
not need one being fought by others.

I would ask that the administration
straighten this out, working with those
of us who are concerned about our
friends in Qatar, and to recognize that
there is no specializing and isolating
and picking friends. We have to work
with all of them in that region to fight
against the terror in Iran.

I would offer, again, my acknowledg-
ment of D-Day and thank those who
sacrificed their lives. God bless them.

————
REMEMBERING D-DAY

(Ms. TENNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in commemoration of the 73rd
anniversary of D-Day as well as to rec-
ognize the 75th anniversary of the Bat-
tle of

Midway. These two conflicts were
critical in changing the course of
World War II.

Seventy-three years ago today, the
eyes of the world watched as Allied
forces, under the leadership of General
Dwight Eisenhower, stormed the
beaches of Normandy. For 4 years, Eu-
rope was enslaved in tyranny by the
Nazis. To liberate the people of Europe,
these brave men parachuted into pitch-
black fields and vaulted towering cliffs,
all while undertaking heavy enemy
fire.

Two years prior to the D-Day land-
ings and 6 months after the attack on
Pearl Harbor, the U.S. emerged vic-
torious in one of the most significant
and decisive battles in naval history,
known as the Battle of Midway. The
U.S., under the command of Admiral
Nimitz, was able to ambush and de-
stroy four Japanese aircraft carriers.
Thanks to the heroic bomber pilots and
crews of the U.S. Navy, this battle
changed the tide in the Pacific theater.

The United States and the world are
eternally grateful for the heroism and
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sacrifices that our servicemen and
-women displayed over 70 years ago
today in an uncertain war.

———
RECOGNIZING LIONS CLUBS
INTERNATIONAL ON IT’S 100TH
ANNIVERSARY

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in recognition of the 100th anni-
versary of Lions Clubs International,
the largest service club organization in
the world. With more than 46,000 clubs
and 1.4 million members, including 31
clubs and over 1,100 members in my
home State of Rhode Island, Lions Club
members are transforming lives
through dedicated service to commu-
nities across the country and around
the world.

Since 1917, Lions Club members have
dedicated themselves to living up to
founder Melvin Jones’ inspiring words:
“You can’t get very far until you start
doing something for somebody else.”

In Rhode Island, Lions Club members
have transformed the lives of visually
impaired and blind Rhode Islanders by
hosting Camp Mauchatea for children
and working to expand access to high-
quality, affordable vision care. The in-
credible support of Rhode Island Lions
for the Ronald McDonald House has un-
questionably saved lives, and their ef-
forts to raise awareness of the need for
foster parents, offer scholarships, and
so much more have made a real dif-
ference.

So on behalf of the people of Rhode
Island, it is my privilege to honor
Lions Clubs International for their cen-
tury of service.

————
D-DAY

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, on this
day, June 6, 1944, 73 years ago, the larg-
est amphibious assault in history land-
ed on the beaches of Normandy, known
as Operation Overlord, which we know
more commonly as D-Day.

I rise today, 73 years later, to honor
the thousands of Allied soldiers who
lost their lives on the beaches of
Omaha, Utah, Gold, Juno, and Sword,
and those, as well, that lived to carry
the battle, ultimately, to Berlin and
win.

General Eisenhower told his soldiers
that ‘‘the hopes and prayers of liberty-
loving people everywhere march with
you.” Today we commemorate the op-
eration which began the liberation of
Europe from Nazi control and paved
the way for the eventual Allied victory
in Europe—and for all of us to remain
vigilant to preserve that same precious
and fragile freedom.

As was said in the movie
Private Ryan,”
this.”

‘“‘Saving
for all of us, ‘“Earn
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. ADERHOLT (at the request of Mr.
MCcCARTHY) for today on account of a
family emergency.

Mr. Ross (at the request of Mr.
MCCARTHY) for today on account of in-
clement weather.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCcCARTHY) for today on
account of inclement weather.

Mr. CLYBURN (at the request of MSs.
PELOSI) for today.

Mr. CUMMINGS (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for May 24 through June 9.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO (at the request of
Ms. PELOSI) for today and for the bal-
ance of the week.

———————

BILL PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on June 2, 2017, she pre-
sented to the President of the United
States, for his approval, the following
bill:

H.R. 657. To amend title 5, United States
Code, to extend certain protections against
prohibited personnel practices, and for other
purposes.

————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 23 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, June 7, 2017, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1487. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the
approved retirement of Vice Admiral Mi-
chael T. Franken, United States Navy, and
his advancement to the grade of vice admiral
on the retired list, pursuant to 10 U.S.C.
1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 (as
amended by Public Law 104-106, Sec. 502(b));
(110 Stat. 293); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

1488. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the
approved retirement of Lieutenant General
Ronald L. Bailey, U.S. Marine Corps, and his
advancement to the grade of lieutenant gen-
eral on the retired list, pursuant to 10 U.S.C.
1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 (as
amended by Public Law 104-106, Sec. 502(b));
(110 Stat. 293); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

1489. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter au-
thorizing three officers to wear the insignia
of the grade of major general, pursuant to 10
U.S.C. T77(b)(3)(B); Public Law 104-106, Sec.
503(a)(1) (as added by Public Law 108-136, Sec.
509(a)(3)); (117 Stat. 1458); ; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

1490. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics, De-
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partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s report presenting the specific
amount of staff-years of technical effort to
be allocated for each defense Federally
Funded Research and Development Center
during FY 2018, pursuant to Public Law 115-
31, Div. C Sec. 8025(e); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

1491. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Housing Finance Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Federal Home
Loan Bank Membership for Non-Federally-
Insured Credit Unions (RIN: 2590-AA85) re-
ceived May 30, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

1492. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting a Determina-
tion and Findings in support of a decision to
utilize other than a full and open competi-
tion to retain specialized legal services for a
proceeding at the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, pursuant to 41 U.S.C. 3304(a)(7);
Public Law 111-350, Sec. 3; (124 Stat. 3748); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1493. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Legislation, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting
the Administration’s Annual Report on Drug
Shortages for Calendar Year 2016, pursuant
to Sec. 1002 of the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration Safety and Innovation Act; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1494. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to the situation in or in
relation to the Democratic Republic of the
Congo that was declared in Executive Order
13413 of October 27, 2006, pursuant to 50
U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c);
(90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public
Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

1495. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel, General Law, Ethics, and Regula-
tion, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting two notifications of a federal vacancy
and nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a);
Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614);
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

1496. A letter from the Director, Federal
Housing Finance Agency, transmitting the
Agency’s Office of Inspector General Semi-
annual Report to the Congress for the period
ending March 31, 2017, pursuant to Sec. 5(b)
of the Inspector General Act of 1978; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

1497. A letter from the Director, Office of
Government Ethics, transmitting the Of-
fice’s Congressional Justification, Annual
Performance Plan, and Annual Performance
Report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1115(b); Public
Law 111-352, Sec. 3; (124 Stat. 3867); to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

1498. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s temporary rule — Atlantic Highly
Migratory Species; Commercial Aggregated
Large Coastal Shark and Hammerhead
Shark Management Groups Retention Limit
Adjustment [Docket No.: 160620545-6999-02]
(RIN: 0648-XF'347) received May 30, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Natural Resources.

1499. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean,
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; Coastal
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Migratory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of
Mexico and South Atlantic; Commercial Trip
Limit Reduction for Spanish Mackerel
[Docket No.: 101206604-1758-02] (RIN: 0648-
XF179) received May 30, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

1500. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s temporary rule — Fisheries of the
Northeastern United States; Atlantic Sea
Scallop Fishery; 2017 Closure of the Northern
Gulf of Maine Scallop Management Area
[Docket No.: 151210999-6348-02] (RIN: 0648-
XF312] received May 30, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

1501. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s temporary rule — Fisheries of the
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific
Cod by Catcher Vessels Less Than 60 Feet
(18.3 Meters) Length Overall Using Hook-
and-Line or Pot Gear in the Bering Sea and
Aleutian Islands Management Area [Docket
No.: 150916863-6211-02] (RIN: 0648-XF204) re-
ceived May 30, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

1502. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2016-9570; Directorate Identifier
2016-NM-185-AD; Amendment 39-18866; AD
2017-09-04] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 26,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1503. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; General Electric Company Turbofan
Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2015-0165; Direc-
torate Identifier 2015-NE-02-AD; Amendment
39-18868; AD 2017-09-06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived May 26, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1504. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; ATR-GIE Avions de Transport Re-
gional Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2016-9430;
Directorate Identifier 2016-NM-051-AD;
Amendment 39-18874; AD 2017-09-12] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received May 26, 2017, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1505. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2016-9303; Directorate Identifier
2016-NM-093-AD; Amendment 39-18875; AD
2017-10-01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 26,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1506. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
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tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2016-9394; Directorate Identifier
2016-NM-162-AD; Amendment 39-18872; AD
2017-09-10] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 26,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1507. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2016-9434; Directorate Identifier
2016-NM-136-AD; Amendment 39-18896; AD
2017-10-22] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 26,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1508. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2016-9433; Directorate Identifier
2016-NM-159-AD; Amendment 39-18901; AD
2017-11-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 26,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1509. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2016-9439; Directorate Identifier
2016-NM-170-AD; Amendment 39-18870; AD
2017-09-08] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 26,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1510. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2016-7426; Directorate Identifier
2015-NM-199-AD; Amendment 39-18900; AD
2017-11-01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 26,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

15611. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Textron Aviation Inc. Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2017-0450; Directorate
Identifier 2017-CE-013-AD; Amendment 39-
18883; AD 2017-10-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
May 26, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

15612. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Helicopters Deutschland GmbH
Helicopters [Docket No.: FAA-2016-6436; Di-
rectorate Identifier 2015-SW-037-AD; Amend-
ment 39-18869; AD 2017-09-07] (RIN; 2120-A A64)
received May 26, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1513. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Helicopters [Docket No.: FAA-
2016-6651; Directorate Identifier 2016-SW-015-
AD; Amendment 39-18867; AD 2017-09-05] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received May 26, 2017, pursuant to
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5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

15614. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Attorney General, Office of Legislative Af-
fairs, Department of Justice, transmitting a
legislative proposal that would (1) provide
for the legitimate needs of law enforcement
agencies in the Unites States to obtain elec-
tronic communications stored abroad that
are relevant to U.S. criminal investigations;
and (2) help resolve potential conflicting
legal obligations that U.S. electronic com-
munications service providers may face
when required to disclose electronic data by
foreign governments; jointly to the Commit-
tees on the Judiciary and Foreign Affairs.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Ms. CHENEY: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 374. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 2213) to amend the
Anti-Border Corruption Act of 2010 to au-
thorize certain polygraph waiver authority,
and for other purposes (Rept. 115-162). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar.

Mr. BUCK: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 375. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 10) to create hope
and opportunity for investors, consumers,
and entrepreneurs by ending bailouts and
Too Big to Fail, holding Washington and
Wall Street accountable, eliminating red
tape to increase access to capital and credit,
and repealing the provisions of the Dodd-
Frank Act that make America less pros-
perous, less stable, and less free, and for
other purposes (Rept. 115-163). Referred to
the House Calendar.

———————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. TAYLOR (for himself and Mr.
TAKANO):

H.R. 2772. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide for requirements re-
lating to the reassignment of Department of
Veterans Affairs senior executive employees;
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. COFFMAN (for himself, Mr.
PERLMUTTER, Ms. KUSTER of New
Hampshire, and Mr. DUNCAN of Ten-
nessee):

H.R. 2773. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to sell Pershing Hall; to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. TED LIEU of California (for
himself and Mr. TAYLOR):

H.R. 2774. A bill to establish a bug bounty
pilot program within the Department of
Homeland Security, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Homeland Security.

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for
himself, Ms. FoxX, Mr. WALBERG, Mr.
ROE of Tennessee, Mr. BYRNE, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr.
MITCHELL):

H.R. 2775. A bill to amend the National
Labor Relations Act to require that lists of
employees eligible to vote in organizing elec-
tions be provided to the National Labor Re-
lations Board; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. WALBERG (for himself, Ms.
FoxxX, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr.
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BYRNE, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. ALLEN,
and Mr. MITCHELL):

H.R. 2776. A bill to amend the National
Labor Relations Act with respect to the tim-
ing of elections and pre-election hearings
and the identification of pre-election issues;
to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

By Mr. VEASEY (for himself, Ms.
HANABUSA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms.
NORTON, Mr. BIsHOP of Georgia, Mr.
TAKANO, Mr. EvANS, and Mr. NOR-
CROSS):

H.R. 2777. A bill to include information re-
garding VA home loans in the Informed Con-
sumer Choice Disclosure required to be pro-
vided to a prospective FHA borrower who is
a veteran, to amend title 10, United States
Code, to authorize the provision of a certifi-
cate of eligibility for VA home loans during
the preseparation counseling for members of
the Armed Forces, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Financial Services, and in
addition to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. CARDENAS (for himself and
Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee):

H.R. 2778. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Transportation to establish a Smart Tech-
nology Traffic Signals Grant Program, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. DENHAM (for himself and Mr.
VALADAO):

H.R. 2779. A Dbill to amend title XI of the
Social Security Act to provide through the
Center for Medicare and Medicaid Innovation
(CMMI) for a Medicaid payment model dem-
onstration project on Medicaid reimburse-
ment for physicians’ services in counties
with a disproportionately high proportion of
Medicaid enrollees; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. EVANS (for himself and Mr.
BRAT):

H.R. 2780. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to create certain requirements for
Federal agencies with a SBIR or STTR pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Small Business, and in addition to
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. DUNN (for himself and Mr. PA-
NETTA):

H.R. 2781. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to certify the sufficient par-
ticipation of small business concerns owned
and controlled by veterans and small busi-
ness concerns owned by veterans with serv-
ice-connected disabilities in contracts under
the Federal Strategic Sourcing Initiative,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. BONAMICI (for herself and Mr.
BUCSHON):

H.R. 2782. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to provide students with
disabilities and their families with access to
critical information needed to select the
right college and succeed once enrolled; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 2783. A bill to amend titles 28 and 10,
United States Code, to allow for certiorari
review of certain cases denied relief or re-
view by the United States Court of Appeals
for the Armed Forces; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. GALLEGO (for himself, Ms.
NORTON, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, and
Mr. QUIGLEY):
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H.R. 2784. A bill to require the Attorney
General to establish a ‘“‘Good Neighbor” code
of conduct for federally licensed firearms
dealers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana (for him-
self and Mr. LAMALFA):

H.R. 2785. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to require the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to pay the reasonable costs of
urgent care provided to certain veterans, to
establish cost-sharing amounts for veterans
receiving care at an emergency room of the
Department of Veterans Affairs, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. HUDSON (for himself and Ms.
DEGETTE):

H.R. 2786. A bill to amend the Federal
Power Act with respect to the criteria and
process to qualify as a qualifying conduit hy-
dropower facility; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Ms. KAPTUR (for herself,
JONES, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio):

H.R. 2787. A bill to establish in the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs a pilot program in-
stituting a clinical observation program for
pre-med students preparing to attend med-
ical school; to the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs.

By Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM

Mr.

of New Mexico (for herself, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr.
TAKANO, Ms. MOORE, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. GALLEGO,
Mr. VEASEY, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs.
TORRES, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.

ELLISON, Mr. SoTo, Ms. CLARKE of
New York, Ms. PINGREE, Ms. WILSON
of Florida, Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. CLARK of
Massachusetts, Ms. JAYAPAL, Ms.
HANABUSA, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms. LOF-
GREN, and Ms. LEE):

H.R. 2788. A bill to expand access to health
care services, including sexual, reproductive,
and maternal health services, for immigrant
women, men, and families by removing legal
barriers to health insurance coverage, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned. B

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex-
ico (for himself, Mr. SCHNEIDER, and
Mr. LIPINSKI):

H.R. 2789. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to reauthorize and improve the
Small Business Innovation Research Pro-
gram and the Small Business Technology
Transfer Program, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Small Business, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. MCSALLY (for herself, Mr.
BEYER, Mr. ROYCE of California, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. TONKO,
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
HUFFMAN, Mr. DONOVAN, Ms. TITUS,
Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr. HASTINGS,
Ms. STEFANIK, Ms. SPEIER, Mr.
YODER, Mr. GAETZ, Mr. KATKO, and
Mr. DEUTCH):

H.R. 2790. A bill to phase out cosmetic ani-
mal testing and the sale of cosmetics tested
on animals, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.
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By Ms. MENG:

H.R. 2791. A Dbill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to treat infant
formula as adulterated if its use-by date has
passed; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mrs. NOEM (for herself and Mr. SAM
JOHNSON of Texas):

H.R. 2792. A bill to amend the Social Secu-
rity Act to make certain revisions to provi-
sions limiting payment of benefits to fugi-
tive felons under titles II, VIII, and XVI of
the Social Security Act; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WILLIAMS (for himself and Ms.
MOORE):

H.R. 2793. A bill to amend the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act to provide that the con-
sumer transaction account deposits of an in-
sured depository institution are not consid-
ered to be funds obtained by or through a de-
posit broker, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself,
Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. WAL-
DEN, and Mr. SCHRADER):

H.J. Res. 105. A joint resolution con-
demning the deadly attack on May 26, 2017,
in Portland, Oregon, expressing deepest con-
dolences to the families and friends of the
victims, and supporting community efforts
to overcome hatred, bigotry, and violence; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

By Mr. LAMBORN (for himself and Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona):

H. Res. 376. A resolution expressing support
for designation of July 2, 2017, as the ‘‘Na-
tional Day of Personal Reflection and Re-
pentance’; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

————

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

52. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of
the Legislature of the State of West Vir-
ginia, relative to House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 15, requesting Congress to adopt the Na-
tional Park Service’s recommendations as to
the additional segments for inclusion in the
Lewis and Clark National Historic Trail;
which was referred to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

53. Also, a memorial of the General Assem-
bly of the State of Nevada, relative to Sen-
ate Joint Resolution No. 10, rescinding all
previous requests that the Congress of the
United States call a convention of states to
propose amendments to the Constitution of
the United States; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

54. Also, a memorial of the General Assem-
bly of the State of Colorado, relative to Sen-
ate Joint Resolution 17-019, urging the gov-
ernment of the United States of America to
take action to preserve and enhance United
States leadership in space, spur innovation,
and ensure our continued national and eco-
nomic security by increasing funding for
space exploration and activities; ; which was
referred to the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology.

55. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of West Virginia, relative to House
Concurrent Resolution 26, urging Congress
and NASA to name the NASA IV & V Facil-
ity at Fairmont for West Virginia mathe-
matician Katherine Coleman Johnson; which
was referred to the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology.

———

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,
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Ms. GABBARD introduced a bill (H.R.
2794) for the relief of Andres Magana
Ortiz; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. TAYLOR:

H.R. 2772.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The Congress shall have Power To lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States;

To borrow money on the credit of the
United States;

To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and
with the Indian Tribes;

To establish an uniform Rule of Natu-
ralization, and uniform Laws on the subject
of Bankruptcies throughout the TUnited
States;

To coin Money, regulate the Value thereof,
and of foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of
Weights and Measures;

To provide for the Punishment of counter-
feiting the Securities and current Coin of the
United States;

To establish Post Offices and Post Roads;

To promote the Progress of Science and
useful Arts, by securing for limited Times to
Authors and Inventors the exclusive Right to
their respective Writings and Discoveries;

To constitute Tribunals inferior to the su-
preme Court;

and Offenses against the Law of Nations;

To declare War, grant Letters of Marque
and Reprisal, and make Rules concerning
Captures on Land and Water;

To raise and support Armies, but no Appro-
priation of Money to that Use shall be for a
longer Term than two Years;

To provide and maintain a Navy;

To make Rules for the Government and
Regulation of the land and naval Forces;

To provide for calling forth the Militia to
execute the Laws of the Union, suppress In-
surrections and repel Invasions;

To provide for organizing, arming, and dis-
ciplining, the Militia, and for governing such
Part of them as may be employed in the
Service of the United States, reserving to
the States respectively, the Appointment of
the Officers, and the Authority of training
the Militia according to the discipline pre-
scribed by Congress;

To exercise exclusive Legislation in all
Cases whatsoever, over such District (not ex-
ceeding ten Miles square) as may, by Cession
of particular States, and the acceptance of
Congress, become the Seat of the Govern-
ment of the United States, and to exercise
like Authority over all Places purchased by
the Consent of the Legislature of the State
in which the Same shall be, for the Erection
of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards,
and other needful Buildings; And

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.
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By Mr. COFFMAN:

H.R. 2773.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States.

By Mr. TED LIEU of California:

H.R. 2774.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina:

H.R. 2775.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. WALBERG:

H.R. 2776.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8, clause 3 of the Con-
stitution of the United States

By Mr. VEASEY:

H.R. 27717.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. CARDENAS:

H.R. 2778.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 1.

All legislative powers herein granted shall
be vested in a Congress of the United States,
which shall consist of a Senate and House of
Representatives.

By Mr. DENHAM:

H.R. 2779.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, United States Con-
stitution.

By Mr. EVANS:

H.R. 2780.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

The Congress shall have Power * * * To
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations,
and among the several States, and with the
Indian Tribes.

By Mr. DUNN:

H.R. 2781.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Ms. BONAMICI:

H.R. 2782.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 2783.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. GALLEGO:

H.R. 2784.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

—Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 2785.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14

Article I, Section 8, clause 18

By Mr. HUDSON:

H.R. 2786.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8.

By Ms. KAPTUR:

H.R. 2787.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing
Poewrs, and all other Powers vested by this
Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof.

By Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM
of New Mexico:

H.R. 2788.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex-
ico:

H.R. 2789.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Ms. MCSALLY:

H.R. 2790.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constitution—To regulate commerce
with foreign nations, and among the several
states, and with the Indian Tribes;

By Ms. MENG:

H.R. 2791.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

By Mrs. NOEM:

H.R. 2792.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. WILLIAMS:

H.R. 2793.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 (‘‘To regulate
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among
the several States, and with the Indian
Tribes’)

By Ms. GABBARD:

H.R. 2794.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 (Naturaliza-
tion)

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 (Foreign Com-
merce)

Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 11-16 (Foreign
Affairs)

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 (Necessary
and Proper Clause)

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.J. Res. 105.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I

————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 15: Mr. SUOZZI.

H.R. 36: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois and
Mr. McKINLEY.

H.R. 37: Mr. COLLINS of New York.

H.R. 38: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri.

H.R. 66: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico.

H.R. 140: Mr. MARCHANT.

H.R. 184: Mr. HIGGINS of New York.

H.R. 256: Mr. NEWHOUSE and Mr. BABIN.

H.R. 257: Mr. JORDAN.

H.R. 324: Mr. ToNKO, Ms. MATSUI, Mr.

EVANS, and Ms. ESHOO.
H.R. 338: Mr. BUTTERFIELD.
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H.R. 358: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. ROGERS of
Alabama, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mrs. WALORSKI,
and Mr. MEADOWS.

H.R. 390: Mr. MESSER and Mr. FLORES.

H.R. 398: Ms. TENNEY and Ms. MCSALLY.

H.R. 444: Ms. MENG.

H.R. 445: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 453: Mr. HARPER.

H.R. 468: Mr. CRIST, Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Ms.
SPEIER, and Ms. STEFANIK.

H.R. 480: Mr. CUELLAR.

H.R. 490: Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mr. WENSTRUP,
Mr. CONAWAY, and Mr. BANKS of Indiana.

H.R. 525: Ms. DELAURO.

H.R. 564: Mr. CHABOT and Mr. JOYCE of
Ohio.

H.R. 632: Mr. KILDEE and Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas.

H.R. 635: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. TONKO, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mrs.

NAPOLITANO.
H.R. 664: Mr. HASTINGS.
H.R. 671: Mr. VISCLOSKY.
H.R. 709: Ms. TSONGAS.
H.R. 719: Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia.
H.R. 721: Mr. REED.
H.R. 723: Mr. PETERS.

H.R. 747: Mr. CosTA, Mr. KATKO, Mr. KING
of Iowa, Mr, MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS, Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, Mr. CLAY, Mr. BABIN, Mr. SIMP-
SON, Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of Florida, Mr.

SHUSTER, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr.
VEASEY, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr.

CRAWFORD, and Mr. BYRNE.
H.R. 750: Ms. JuDY CHU of California, Ms.

SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. BosT, Mr. CICILLINE, and
Mr. TIPTON.

H.R. 7564: Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. RUSH, and Mr.
NADLER.

H.R. 757: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 781: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida.

H.R. 785: Mr. SCHWEIKERT.

H.R. 788: Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia.

H.R. 801: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico.

H.R. 807: Mr. PAYNE and Mr. CUMMINGS.

H.R. 816: Mr. RASKIN and Mr. BRAT.

H.R. 820: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER.

H.R. 826: Mr. ROKITA.

H.R. 830: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms.
FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. DEUTCH, Mrs. DAVIS
of California, and Mr. LANGEVIN.

H.R. 849: Mr. DUNN, Mr. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. CoLLINS of New York, Mr.
HULTGREN, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. R0oSS, Mr. SHU-
STER, Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of Florida, Mr.
BRIDENSTINE, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. SMITH of
Nebraska, Mr. AUSTIN ScOoTT of Georgia, and
Mr. GOODLATTE.

H.R. 850: Ms. TENNEY.

H.R. 873: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr.
PoLIQUIN, Mr. CURBELO of Florida,
PALAZZO, and Ms. DELBENE.

H.R. 878: Mr. PoLIS.

H.R. 911: Mr. CULBERSON.

H.R. 916: Mr. Ross, Mr. CULBERSON, and Mr.
HUFFMAN.

H.R. 927:

H.R. 952:

H.R. 959:

DENT, Mr.
Mr.

Ms.
Mr.

PINGREE.
EVANS and Mr. RUSH.
Mr. DELANEY.

H.R. 960: Mr. MEEHAN.

H.R. 997: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee and Mr.
MOONEY of West Virginia.

H.R. 1002: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi and
Mr. HIMES.

H.R. 1017: Mr. SIRES, Mr. YODER, and Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS.

H.R. 1038: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER.

H.R. 1057: Mr. BABIN, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. HAR-
PER, Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. BACON, Mr. GAR-
RETT, and Mr. CRAWFORD.

H.R. 1058: Mr. YouNG of Iowa and Ms.
BONAMICI.

H.R. 1090: Mr. TROTT and Mr. HIMES.

H.R. 1094: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, and Mr. BLUMENAUER.
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H.R. 1098: Ms. KAPTUR.

H.R. 1104: Mr. TROTT.

H.R. 1116: Mr. OLSON.

H.R. 1141: Ms. BONAMICI.

H.R. 1143: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and
Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 1146: Ms. MOORE and Mr. ESPAILLAT.

H.R. 1148: Mr. ELLISON, Mrs. MCMORRIS
RODGERS, and Mr. HIMES.

H.R. 1156: Mr. VELA.

H.R. 1164: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia.

H.R. 1171: Mr. NOLAN, Mr. LAWSON of Flor-
ida, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Mr. SHUSTER, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr.
RASKIN, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. EVANS, and Ms.
ESHOO.

H.R. 1187:

H.R. 1200:

H.R. 1212:

Mr. ENGEL and Mr. LOEBSACK.
Mr. THORNBERRY.
Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H.R. 1225: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN.

H.R. 1231: Mr. HIMES.

H.R. 1235: Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr.
CUELLAR, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. SO0TO, Ms.
MATSUI, and Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI.

H.R. 1243: Mr. CAPUANO and Mr. DAVID
ScoTT of Georgia.

H.R. 1247: Mrs.
LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 1298: Mr. DAVID ScOTT of Georgia, Mr.
STIVERS, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN, and Mr. ROUZER.

H.R. 1299: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. RASKIN, and
Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H.R. 1300: Mr. FORTENBERRY and Mr. DONO-
VAN.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

DINGELL and Mr.

1307:
1310:
1316:
1317:

Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

MCEACHIN.

ROS-LEHTINEN.

BARLETTA and Mr. JONES.
BRIDENSTINE and Mr. TIPTON.

H.R. 1334: Mr. GARRETT.

H.R. 1361: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. VIs-
CLOSKY, Mr. CRIST, Mr. FOSTER, and Mr.
CICILLINE.

H.R. 1393: Mr. HECK, Mr. STEWART, Mr.
HIMES, Mr. COHEN, and Ms. SHEA-PORTER.

H.R. 1406: Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. TSONGAS, Ms.
JuDpy CHU of California, Ms. BLUNT ROCH-
ESTER, Mr. LANCE, and Mr. SIRES.

H.R. 1409: Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. LEWIS of
Georgia, Mr. BisHOP of Michigan, Mr. MAST,
Mr. DENT, and Mr. LIPINSKI.

H.R. 1434: Mr. JOoDY B. HICE of Georgia.

H.R. 1439: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania and Mr. CICILLINE.

H.R. 1441: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr.
BRIDENSTINE, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. YOUNG of
Alaska, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. HUNTER, and Mr.
BisHOP of Utah.

H.R. 1454: Mr. GOODLATTE.

H.R. 1456: Mr. BLUM.

H.R. 1457: Mr. STIVERS, Mr. YOUNG of Alas-
ka, and Mr. COOK.

H.R. 1478: Mr. MCEACHIN and Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER.

H.R. 1491:

H.R. 1501:

H.R. 1515:

H.R. 1529:

H.R. 1539:

H.R. 1542:

H.R. 1551:

H.R. 1556:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

COLE.
GOSAR.
PETERS.
GARRETT.
Mr. DAVID ScOTT of Georgia.
Mr. SCHRADER.
. GRAVES of Georgia.
. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia.

H.R. 1563: . LOBIONDO.

H.R. 1599: . FLORES and Mr. ALLEN.

H.R. 1606: Mr. SHUSTER and Mr. JoDY B.
HiICE of Georgia.

H.R. 1615: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania.

H.R. 1626: Ms. GRANGER.

H.R. 1661: Mr. STIVERS, Mr. ROKITA, and
Mr. HIGGINS of New York.

H.R. 1676: Mr. TROTT and Mr. CARSON of In-
diana.

H.R. 1697: Mr. HOYER, Mr. POLIQUIN, and
Mr. GRAVES of Georgia.
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H.R. 1698: Ms. STEFANIK.

H.R. 1730: Mr. GOTTHEIMER.

H.R. 1772: Ms. GABBARD.

H.R. 1776: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 1777: Mr. CRAMER, Mr. YOUNG of Alas-
ka, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. GRIF-
FITH, Mr. ESTES of Kansas, Mr. TONKO, and
Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia.

H.R. 1785: Mr. SHIMKUS.

H.R. 1815: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico.

H.R. 1820: Mr. DEFAZIO.

H.R. 1861: Mr. LANGEVIN and Ms. JACKSON
LEE.

H.R. 1864: Ms. JACKSON LEE.

H.R. 1873: Mr. McCLINTOCK and Mr. EMMER.

H.R. 1876: Mr. SMUCKER.

H.R. 1877: Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H.R. 1881: Mr. BABIN and Mr. ROKITA.

H.R. 1910: Mr. RATCLIFFE.

H.R. 1911: Mr. BURGESS and Mr. KIHUEN.

H.R. 1912: Mr. NORCROSS.

H.R. 1928: Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa,
Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York,
Mr. HUNTER, Mr. BACON, Mr. DEFAZzIO, and
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 1953: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. HENSARLING,
Mr. BACON, Mr. MCNERNEY, and Mr. CART-

WRIGHT.
H.R. 1969: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas.
H.R. 1970: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mrs.
LOVE.
H.R. 1988: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms.

BARRAGAN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. PANETTA,
and Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 1993: Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. DONOVAN,
and Mr. TED LIEU of California.

H.R. 2011: Mr. CARTWRIGHT and Mrs. LOVE.

H.R. 2023: Mr. HUIZENGA.

H.R. 2044: Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. GARAMENDI,
Mr. DAVID ScOTT of Georgia, Ms. DELAURO,
Mr. HASTINGS, and Mr. LYNCH.

H.R. 2056: Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto
Rico and Mr. KILMER.

H.R. 2059: Mr. AGUILAR.

H.R. 2061: Ms. HANABUSA.

H.R. 2077: Mr. DEFAZzIO and Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia.

H.R. 2091: Mr. BisHOP of Georgia.

H.R. 2101: Mr. SMUCKER.

H.R. 2106: Mr. HOLDING, Mr. YOHO, Mr.
NUNES, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr.
MESSER, and Mr. JEFFRIES.

H.R. 2119: Mr. CRIST.

H.R. 2123: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri and Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS.

H.R. 2130: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mr.
UPTON, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of I1-
linois, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr.
MCKINLEY, Mr. LANCE, Mr. LATTA, Mr.
KINZINGER, Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California, Mr. Cos-
TELLO of Pennsylvania, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr.
GRIFFITH, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. MURPHY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. HURD, Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania, Mr. FRANCIS ROONEY of Flor-
ida, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. DUNN, Mr. BERGMAN,
Mr. CoLLINS of Georgia, Mr. COLE, Mr.
WOMACK, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. DUNCAN of
Tennessee, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Mrs.
NOEM, Mr. STEWART, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. DOG-
GETT, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. JOYCE of
Ohio, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. WALKER,
Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr.
BARR, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr.
COURTNEY, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. KILDEE,
Mr. RASKIN, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. GARAMENDI,
Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. PETERSON,
Mr. LAWSON of Florida, Mr. O’HALLERAN, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. COLLINS of New
York, Mr. Ross, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, and
Mr. PALAZZO.

H.R. 2133: Mr. PEARCE, Mr. REED, and Mr.
WITTMAN.

H.R. 2148: Mr. Ross and Mrs. WAGNER.

H.R. 2149: Mr. ROE of Tennessee and Mr.
SCHWEIKERT.
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H.R. 2152: Mr. HUIZENGA and Mr. SMITH of
Texas.

H.R. 2173: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 2215: Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. GAETZ, and Mr.
SoTo.

H.R. 2224: Mrs. ROBY, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr.
GALLAGHER, Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, and Mr.
ROE of Tennessee.

H.R. 2228: Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H.R. 2230: Mr. LEVIN, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of
Illinois, Mr. HIGGINS of New York, and Mr.
JoDnY B. HICE of Georgia.

H.R. 2234: Mr. TED LIEU of California.

H.R. 2240: Mr. GAETZ and Mr. COFFMAN.

H.R. 2245: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 2259: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Ms. NORTON,
and Ms. MOORE.

H.R. 2268: Mr. PETERS and Mrs. COMSTOCK.

H.R. 2272: Mr. LIPINSKI.

H.R. 2273: Mr. KATKO.

H.R. 2276: Mr. GALLEGO.

H.R. 2277: Ms. SHEA-PORTER.

H.R. 2302: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN, and Mr. LOBIONDO.

H.R. 2309: Ms. ROSEN, Mr. ScoTT of Vir-
ginia, and Mr. VISCLOSKY.

H.R. 2310: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS.

H.R. 2327: Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. SU0ZZI, Ms.
JUuDpYy CHU of California, Mr. SoTO, and Mr.
GARRETT.

H.R. 2352: Mr.
JACKSON LEE.

H.R. 2353: Mr. MESSER, Mr. PETERS, Mr.
GUTHRIE, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. ALLEN,
Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. WALBERG, and Mr. ESTES
of Kansas.

H.R. 2358: Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. FOSTER, and
Mr. KENNEDY.

H.R. 2359: Mr. EMMER.

H.R. 2379: Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 2392: Ms. LEE and Ms. CLARK of Massa-
chusetts.

H.R. 2417: Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. WELCH,
SARBANES, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. ESPAILLAT,
ELLISON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. BEYER,
SWALWELL of California, Ms. SINEMA,
BoNaMIcI, Mr. SMITH of Washington,
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. SU0zzI, Mr.
PocAN, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Ms.
McCoLLUM, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. LOWENTHAL,
and Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New
York.

H.R. 2422: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Ms.
CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of
Georgia, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. VIs-
CLOSKY, and Mr. RICHMOND.

H.R. 2428: Mr. KHANNA and Mr. LYNCH.

H.R. 2431: Mr. ARRINGTON and Mr. JoDY B.
NICE of Georgia.

H.R. 2435: Mr. CONYERS.

H.R. 2440: Mr. CICILLINE.

H.R. 2451: Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Ms. MENG, Mrs. SABLAN, Ms.
MOORE, Mr. RUSH, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr.
KIHUEN, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. SHEA-POR-
TER, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. HUFFMAN,
Mr. CROWLEY, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
SWALWELL of California, Mr. BEYER, Mr. AL
GREEN of Texas, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. PALLONE,
Mr. WALZ, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. SIRES, Mr.
PERLMUTTER, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. BEN RAY
LUJAN of New Mexico, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. CICILLINE,
Mr. MCEACHIN, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. DESAULNIER,
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. POCAN, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
LAWSON of Florida, Mr. WELCH, Mrs. TORRES,
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. ELLISON, Mrs.
WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. KELLY of
Illinois, Ms. NORTON, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr.
CLAY, Ms. LEE, Mrs. LAWRENCE, and Mr. GON-
ZALEZ of Texas.

H.R. 2455: Mr. CICILLINE.

H.R. 2456: Mr. CICILLINE.

H.R. 2465: Mr. TURNER, Mr. DUNCAN of Ten-
nessee, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. JONES,
Mr. RASKIN, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr.

YouNG of Alaska and Ms.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
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THOMPSON of California, Ms. JuDy CHU of
California, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
HECK, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Ms. ESHOO, and Ms.
BROWNLEY of California.

H.R. 2482: Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Ms. TITUS, Mr. KILMER, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
COURTNEY, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr.
REED, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. WELCH, and Mr.
CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 2484: Mrs. TORRES, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr.
COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, Mrs. WAGNER,
Mr. CRAMER, and Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana.

H.R. 2491: Mr. KIHUEN, Mr. GOTTHEIMER,
and Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN.

H.R. 2505: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico.

H.R. 2514: Mr. PAYNE, Ms. JACKSON LEE,
Miss RICE of New York, Ms. NORTON, Ms.
SLAUGHTER, and Ms. SHEA-PORTER.

H.R. 2519: Mr. SHIMKUS and Ms. JENKINS of
Kansas.

H.R. 2527: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 2542: Mr. DONOVAN.

H.R. 2544: Ms. STEFANIK.

H.R. 2550: Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. DEFAZIO, and
Mr. FARENTHOLD.

H.R. 2552: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee.

H.R. 25656: Mr. CARSON of Indiana and Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia.

H.R. 2578: Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 2585: Mr. WELCH.

H.R. 2589: Mr. PETERSON, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms.
JUuDY CHU of California, Mr. KILMER, Mr.
JoDY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr. GRIJALVA, and
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mex-
ico.

H.R. 2594: Ms. CLARKE of New York.

H.R. 2601: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. JoDY B.
HicE of Georgia, and Mr. JONES.

H.R. 2618: Mr. MEEHAN.

H.R. 2621: Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia,
Mr. COOK, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. BANKS of Indiana,
Mr. GAETZ, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina,
Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. TURNER,
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr.
HUNTER, and Mr. COFFMAN.

H.R. 2622: Mr. FOSTER.

H.R. 2629: Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr.
LOUDERMILK, and Mr. ROKITA.

H.R. 2633: Mrs. DEMINGS.

H.R. 2640: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CROWLEY, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. EVANS, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. KIL-

DEE, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr.
MOULTON, Ms. NORTON, Mr. SABLAN, and Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY.
H.R. 2645: Ms. JAYAPAL and Mr.
O’HALLERAN.
H.R. 2658: Mr. RASKIN, Ms. WASSERMAN

SCHULTZ, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. DONOVAN,
Mr. DEUTCH, and Mr. COOK.

H.R. 2660: Mr. GOSAR.

H.R. 2666: Mr. POLIQUIN.

H.R. 2669: Ms. DELBENE.

H.R. 2675: Mr. PALLONE.

H.R. 2678: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr.
O’HALLERAN, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. MOULTON,
Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. WALZ, Ms.
SHEA-PORTER, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
LOEBSACK, and Mr. QUIGLEY.

H.R. 2679: Ms. SHEA-PORTER.

H.R. 2683: Mr. PoLIS and Mr. COFFMAN.

H.R. 2690: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. EVANS, Ms.
SANCHEZ, Mr. RUSH, Mr. RASKIN, Ms.
BROWNLEY of California, and Ms. KUSTER of
New Hampshire.

H.R. 2706: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
ROSs, Mr. LOUDERMILK, and Mr. EMMER.

H.R. 2713: Mrs. BEATTY and Mr. RYAN of
Ohio.

H.R. 2721: Mr. HENSARLING.

H.R. 2723: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr.
DAVIDSON, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. WEBSTER of
Florida, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr.
GOODLATTE, Mr. BUCK, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. BUDD,
and Mr. GOHMERT.

H.R. 2745: Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Mr.
TED LIEU of California, and Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO.
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H.R. 2751: Mr. RUTHERFORD.

H.R. 2752: Mr. RUTHERFORD.

H.R. 2756: Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Ms. NORTON, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
and Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.J. Res. 6: Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH.

H.J. Res. 50: Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH.

H.J. Res. 51: Mr. BANKS of Indiana, Mr.
DUNN, Mr. CoLLINS of New York, Mr.
HULTGREN, Mr. CARTER of Texas, Mr. SHU-
STER, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. FLEISCHMANN,
Mr. AUSTIN ScOTT of Georgia, and Mr. GOOD-
LATTE.

H.J. Res. 85: Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH.

H. Con. Res. 8: Mr. CULBERSON.

H. Con. Res. 10: Mr. BUCHANAN.

H. Con. Res. 13: Mr. NORCROSS and Mr. DUN-
CAN of South Carolina.

H. Con, Res. 27: Mr. SMITH of Washington.

H. Con. Res. 28: Mr. CARBAJAL and Mr.
KHANNA.

H. Con. Res. 45: Mr. TAKANO.

H. Con. Res. 51: Ms. TITUS.

H. Con. Res. 62: Mr. EVANS.

H. Con. Res. 63: Mr. NORCROSS, Ms. BLUNT
ROCHESTER, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, and Mrs. LAWRENCE.

H. Res. 15: Mr. CRIST, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr.
FORTENBERRY.

H. Res. 28: Mr. DOGGETT and Ms. ESTY of
Connecticut.

H. Res. 30: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mr. HIG-
GINS of New York.

H. Res. 31: Mr. LAWSON of Florida, Mrs.
BUSsTOS, Mr. WITTMAN, and Mr. FORTEN-
BERRY.

Res. 85: Mr. LYNCH.

Res. 90: Mr. JEFFRIES.

Res. 161: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama.

Res. 220: Mr. SHIMKUS.

Res. 252: Ms. LOFGREN.

Res. 256: Mr. CLAY and Mr. KATKO.

Res. 274: Mr. KEATING, Mr. WELCH, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. SMITH of Washington, and Ms.
ESHOO0.

. Res. 279: Mr. ROYCE of California.

. Res. 296: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

. Res. 317: Mr. CICILLINE.

. Res. 321: Ms. LEE.

. Res. 325: Mr. CICILLINE.

. Res. 330: Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. BANKS of
Indiana, and Mr. GOSAR.

H. Res. 336: Mr. ROTHFUS and Mr. PEARCE.

H. Res. 344: Ms. SLAUGHTER.

H. Res. 349: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H. Res. 351: Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms.
EsTY of Connecticut, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr.
MOULTON, Mr. MCEACHIN, Mr. CRIST, Mrs.
DAvVIs of California, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. JUDY
CHU of California, and Mr. GOTTHEIMER.

H. Res. 354: Ms. SINEMA, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Ms.
GABBARD, Mr. Suvuo0zzl, Mr. MESSER, Mrs.
DAVIS of California, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr. TROTT, Mrs. CAROLYN
B. MALONEY of New York, and Ms. SLAUGH-
TER.

H. Res. 355: Mr. BosT, Ms. SINEMA, Mr.
DESANTIS, Mrs. TORRES, Mr. Su0zzI, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Ms. GABBARD, and Mr.
MESSER.

H. Res. 361: Mr. COHEN.

asfefyeriyerffarfies

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:
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The amendment to be offered by Rep- marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff DELETION OF SPONSORS FROM
resentative HENSARLING, or a designee, to benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI. PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
H.R. 10, the Financial CHOICE Act of 2017

. R Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors were
does not contain any congressional ear-

deleted from public bills and resolutions, as
follows:

H.R. 60: Ms. GRANGER.



United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 1 15 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

Vol. 163

WASHINGTON, TUESDAY, JUNE 6,

2017

No. 96

The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal God, the fountain of wisdom,
You are more majestic than the moun-
tains. Give our lawmakers the rev-
erence for You that will motivate them
to do Your will. May they labor to en-
hance Your glory, striving to make our
Nation and world stronger and better.
Lord, help them to honor Your Name,
cherishing the fact that they belong to
You. Show them how to use today’s
fleeting moments to accomplish Your
purposes. Sanctify their thoughts,
words, and deeds. May they set You al-
ways before them as their guide, keep-
ing You close so that they will not be
shaken.

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen.

——————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

——————

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SASSE). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

————

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President,
every week, it seems we hear more
news about the failures of ObamaCare.
For instance, 2 weeks ago, we learned
that nearly 70,000 people in parts of
Missouri and Kansas will lose their last
insurance provider on the ObamaCare

Senate

exchanges in 2018. From rural towns to
Kansas City, these Americans are being
left without options. Last week, we
learned that thousands of ObamaCare
customers in Nebraska will be left with
only one provider on the exchanges and
that the remaining insurer hasn’t even
decided if it is going to stay through
2018. This week, we learned that the
number of health insurers partici-
pating in ObamaCare exchanges had de-
clined by nearly one-quarter from 2016
to 2017.

It has become painfully clear that
ObamaCare is failing to live up to its
promises and is collapsing right in
front of our eyes. If this failed
ObamaCare status quo continues, more
Americans are likely to lose their in-
surance options, more Americans are
likely to continue seeing their pre-
miums rise, and more Americans are
likely to get caught in the downward
spiral of ObamaCare.

It is time for our friends on the other
side of the aisle to get serious about
moving beyond the problems of this
law. They spent years defending the
system, promising it will get better
over time and claiming others were ex-
aggerating ObamaCare’s flaws, but
here is the reality our Democratic col-
leagues seem to be missing: ObamaCare
did not get better. The problems are
real and have continued to get worse.

Now Democrats are trying to blame
the failures of ObamaCare on anything
but—anything but—the broken
healthcare law itself. They can try to
shift the blame, but the American peo-
ple are not going to fall for it.

Many Kentuckians have called for us
to move away from ObamaCare to
bring relief to families. An official re-
port released last month showed that
since ObamaCare’s full enactment in
2013, average premiums in Kentucky
have skyrocketed by 75 percent.

A woman from Lancaster, KY, wrote
to my office recently to express her
frustration. With high premiums and a
staggering deductible, she asked:

Why is there a law forcing me to pay for
something I can’t afford? Either I can eat
and pay my mortgage, or pay for insurance.

Far too many Americans face these
painful choices every day because of
ObamaCare. As the system continues
to collapse around us, this Kentuckian
and many more like her are left to deal
with the consequences.

The ObamaCare status quo is
unsustainable and unacceptable. Our
country can do better, and our country
really must do better. I hope Senate
Democrats will join us as we move be-
yond the system’s failures. They can
either continue to defend this broken
system with its higher costs and dimin-
ishing choices, or they can work with
us to move beyond ObamaCare toward
smarter healthcare solutions. What is
clear is that we have to act. Otherwise,
more Americans will be stuck paying
the price of ObamaCare’s continuing
failures.

——————

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-

FAIRS ACCOUNTABILITY AND
WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION
BILL

Mr. McCONNELL. Now, Mr. Presi-
dent, on another matter, like those
who have called for vrelief from
ObamaCare, many Americans across
the Nation are counting on us to en-
sure better quality healthcare for our
veterans. This is a critical issue for
each of us no matter what State we
come from, no matter what party we
represent. Our veterans have sacrificed
too much. In return, they deserve our
support. We must keep the commit-
ment we have to them when it comes
to ensuring that the VA is providing
the quality healthcare they rely on.

Unfortunately, as we all know, many
VA facilities across the Nation have
long failed to provide our Nation’s he-
roes with the timely and effective med-
ical attention they need. Already, Con-
gress has taken a number of steps to
improve these facilities for our vet-
erans and to keep the faith for those
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who have willingly and courageously
fought on our behalf.

Now we can build on those efforts by
passing the Department of Veterans
Affairs Accountability and Whistle-
blower Protection Act. As the name
implies, this legislation will enhance
accountability measures at the VA and
better enable the Department to re-
move—to remove—employees who are
failing to meet the standards expected
of them.

This bill, in conjunction with the
continued administration efforts like
those Secretary Shulkin announced
yesterday, will further improve med-
ical services offered to our veterans at
VA facilities all across our country. It
was unfortunate to see this legislation
held up in a previous Congress, but I
am proud that the Republican Senate
has made its passage among our top
priorities.

I once again recognize Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee chairman JOHNNY
ISAKSON and Senator RUBIO for the part
they played in moving this very impor-
tant bill forward and remaining vigi-
lant on behalf of America’s veterans. I
know we are all eager to advance it
today and send it on down to the White
House for the President’s signature.

—————

NOMINATION OF COURTNEY
ELWOOD

Mr. McCONNELL. Now, Mr. Presi-
dent, one final matter, today we will
confirm Courtney Elwood, the nominee
for general counsel at the Central In-
telligence Agency. As Chairman BURR
pointed out at her hearing, Ms. Elwood
has an impressive legal background.
She graduated from Yale Law School
before clerking under Chief Justice
William Rehnquist on the Supreme
Court, and she served as a former advi-
sor to both Vice President Cheney and
President Bush, as well as to the Attor-
ney General.

In her role at the CIA, Ms. Elwood
will be providing sound legal advice to
Director Pompeo, ensuring account-
ability at the Agency as a whole, and
overseeing a number of priorities that
are key to supporting our Nation’s in-
telligence community. Her nomination
has already earned bipartisan support.
I am sure that once she is confirmed,
she will serve our country well in this
new role.

————

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.
————
INFRASTRUCTURE

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first I
want to talk about infrastructure. This
week, the administration is laying out
a few ‘“‘proposals’ on infrastructure. So
far, it has been a major disappoint-
ment. President Trump pitched a tril-
lion-dollar infrastructure plan in his
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campaign and continued to mention it
in the days after the election. We
Democrats welcomed the idea.

One of my first conversations with
the President after he was elected was
about infrastructure.

I said: You called for a trillion-dollar
infrastructure program.

He said to me: At least that.

I said: Sounds good to me. Let’s work
on it.

We have made overtures to the White
House saying we would be willing to
work with the President on infrastruc-
ture. I said it to the President directly
several times. Democrats have been
pushing for new money for infrastruc-
ture for a very long time. We even put
out our own proposal, a trillion-dollar
infrastructure plan, hoping it would
spark a discussion.

We Democrats continue to welcome a
serious and constructive dialogue on
this issue, but unfortunately the Presi-
dent continues to disappoint. We sent
our plan several months ago, and we
have heard nothing for those months.
Now the President seems to be intent
on pushing forward an infrastructure
plan on his own, one with few details,
that is mostly private sector driven—
that means tolls—and with minimum
investment, and that would ignore a
huge section of our infrastructure. The
President doesn’t seem to be talking to
anyone but a few people in his inner
circle. Some of them are financiers. Of
course, they have been financing pri-
vate sector infrastructure for a long
time, but that is not the way we have
worked in America since Henry Clay, a
former—mot quite a Republican. We
didn’t have any then, but he was a
Whig—the predecessor party—and he
came up with this idea of internal im-
provements. I remind my dear friend,
the majority leader, Mr. CLAY was from
Kentucky.

Internal improvements were sup-
posed to connect what was then the
east coast with the far West—Ken-
tucky, Tennessee, Ohio—with roads
over Appalachia, and ever since, we
have had bipartisan support on the
Federal Government building infra-
structure and putting in the dollars for
it but not from President Trump, at
least thus far.

The President’s plan is a recipe for
Trump tolls from one end of America
to the other. That is not what the
American people are crying out for.
They don’t want more tolls. They want
us to rebuild our crumbling water sys-
tems, bridges, schools, roads,
broadband, not finance new tollroads.

Unfortunately, the President sur-
rounds himself with bankers and fin-
anciers. These are folks who used to
work at investment banks. They look
at infrastructure as an investment to
be made by corporations in the private
sector, but infrastructure has never
been a business investment.

Infrastructure has been something
the government has invested in for dec-
ades and even centuries because the
benefits of infrastructure have great—
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what the economists call externalities.
The benefits for having a good highway
is not just for the people who use the
highway, but if a factory locates near-
by because it can get its goods there
more frequently and quickly, that is a
benefit. A road itself might not gen-
erate short-term profits, but a factory
might locate nearby and bring jobs and
economic vibrancy to an area. The pri-
vate sector might not build high-speed
internet all the way out to the house at
the end of the road if there isn’t a prof-
it there, but our rural people are as en-
titled to high-speed internet as our
people in urban areas and, I might add,
there are large parts of my city, New
York City, where that last mile isn’t
done because there are poorer residents
and it is less profitable.

That is why there has always been
the role of government to stimulate in-
frastructure investment, to provide
support for necessary maintenance and
construction which the private sector
would ignore. To connect that house at
the end of the road to high-speed inter-
net so children living in it can learn,
thrive, and benefit in a global economy
benefits America, even if someone isn’t
making a huge profit immediately
from the building of that broadband. It
is the same with the highway, the same
with the bridge, the same with water
and sewer, the same with the school
with internet.

The bottom line is, if the President
wants to sit down with Democrats, of
course we want to do it, but if he con-
tinues to take this path with a plan
cooked up by Wall Street advisers, it
will not succeed or it will result in
such a small measure that it will not
be effective.

Again, I say to the President—there
is talk, I read in the newspapers—they
want to do this by reconciliation, no
Democratic votes, just 52 Republican
votes in the Senate. The same problem
they had with healthcare, the same
problem they are having with tax re-
form, will repeat itself with infrastruc-
ture if you don’t do it in a bipartisan
way.

Our colleagues constantly remind us
that ObamaCare didn’t work because it
was done by one party, but now they
are letting Trump lead them to do the
same thing on just about every major
issue. It is a formula for failure Presi-
dent Trump is advocating. He hasn’t
been down here in Washington that
long. It is up to our Republican col-
leagues to teach him that working in a
bipartisan way is the only way you can
really get things done.

So my view is, we need bipartisan-
ship, but the President might not get—
just remember that many Republicans
are very negative, initially at least,
with a private sector-driven infrastruc-
ture bill because they represent rural
areas.

Here is what a Republican Senator
from Wyoming, Mr. BARRASSO—fine
man—said: “‘Funding solutions that in-
volve public-private partnerships do
not work for rural areas.”
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My friend, the Republican Senator
from West Virginia, has said: ‘“As a
person who represents an almost all-
rural State ... I’'m concerned about
how we are going to be able to incent
the private dollars to go to the less-
populated, less-economically developed
areas of our country, because the in-
vestments are just as important.”

The bottom line is this, an invest-
ment bank infrastructure plan like the
one the President is proposing is a sure
loser in Congress. A Goldman Sachs in-
frastructure plan just will not work,
except for a few. It would turn over a
public good to the whims of private fi-
nance, who will not build infrastruc-
ture where America needs it. They will
build it where they can make a buck,
and that means tolls paid by working
Americans and middle-class Ameri-
cans. That means rural areas will not
get the support they need. That means
any project that can’t generate user
fees or taxes—like repairing our
schools or water sewer systems—will
not get done.

There is no free lunch. When the pri-
vate sector wants to finance infrastruc-
ture, they naturally—that is our free
enterprise system—want to get repaid,
but who is going to repay them? The
average American: the truckdriver who
is scratching out a living, the salesman
or saleswoman who is scratching out a
living, the family who is going on vaca-
tion and has to stop every 30 miles for
another big toll, the small business
that depends on roads to get the goods
to and from that business location.

If the President truly wants to re-
build our Nation’s infrastructure, he
has to approach this issue in a bipar-
tisan way. There are several Repub-
licans who don’t want the Federal Gov-
ernment to spend any more money on
infrastructure, but the majority of
Senators of both parties probably do.
The President needs to sit down with
Democrats and work something out if
he wants to get something done. He
hasn’t sat down with Democrats. He
doesn’t seem to want to. There are
even reports that the President is con-
sidering doing infrastructure on rec-
onciliation. That means just Repub-
lican votes, a huge mistake.

Republicans have been tied in a knot
here in Washington. The President has
been tied here in a knot in Washington
because he insists on going at it alone.

Look at the entire Trump adminis-
tration agenda. President Trump ran
against both the Democratic and Re-
publican establishments—a populist, if
you will, but he has thrown his lot,
since he has become President, with
hard-right conservatives and is now
pursuing an agenda entirely through
the partisan process Republicans once
decried—healthcare, reconciliation;
taxes, the same. Now infrastructure?
The one area where we Kept the Presi-
dent out of it, the appropriations proc-
ess worked swimmingly well. Leader
MCCONNELL and I, Senators COCHRAN
and LEAHY, and the House Members got
together in a bipartisan way and we
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worked it out. We each thought we had
some victories. It worked, but I had to
stand at this desk and tell our Repub-
lican colleagues to keep the President
out of it because it will bullocks every-
thing up. Fortunately, they did. Maybe
we can do that again.

I would say to the President: Mr.
President, you can spend your entire
first-term agenda trying to jam
through partisan bills. That would be a
shame because America needs to get
moving again. On infrastructure, this
is an issue where we really have some
common ground. That is why Senate
Democrats put forward a trillion-dollar
infrastructure plan that would create
millions of jobs and actually fix our
crumbling roads and bridges, invest in
every corner of America, with par-
ticular attention to rural America.

We stand ready and willing to work
with the President on that plan or
something similar that actually
achieves what he promised on the cam-
paign trail.

——————

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, an-
other matter: healthcare. According to
reports, Republican Senators were
planning to use the State work period
last week to rewrite their healthcare
bill. Well, now we are back in session,
and unfortunately my friends on the
other side of the aisle don’t seem to be
any closer to having a bill. If they do
have one, they are hiding it and going
down the same path as House Repub-
licans—drafting a bill that will impact
tens of millions in secret, no trans-
parency, no committee hearings, no de-
bate.

Even with all this secrecy, more and
more Republicans seem increasingly
pessimistic about finding a Republican-
only bill that can get 50 votes in the
Senate. Over the weekend, the senior
Republican Senator from North Caro-
lina, Mr. BURR, said: “I don’t see a
comprehensive health-care plan this
year.”

Just yesterday, Senator THUNE, a
member of the Republican leadership,
said the Republicans may rush a
healthcare bill to the floor before they
know if it has the support of their cau-
cus.

Well, my friends on the other side of
the aisle are learning how difficult it is
to refigure our healthcare system
under a process with only votes from
one party—the so-called reconciliation
process—and do it in a way that actu-
ally improves our healthcare, not dev-
astate it, as the House bill would.

I hope my Republican friends will re-
alize the only way we will get votes
necessary to pass a healthcare bill is to
drop repeal and work with Democrats
to improve our healthcare system, not
to sabotage it. We stand ready and
willing to work with our Republican
colleagues to further stabilize the in-
surance markets, build on the progress
we have made in healthcare. In fact, we
are running out of time before the 2018
rates are locked in.
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Most insurance companies are saying
they are raising rates because of the
uncertainty Republicans continue to
inject into the market. The President
has not come out permanently for cost-
sharing, which would reduce premiums
and keep people in the market. They
just sort of do it one at a time, and
that is going to make the markets
worse.

The public already unfortunately will
blame those in charge—our Republican
friends and the President—for the
mess, as much as they would like to
look past—as much of our colleagues
on the another side of the aisle want to
point fingers. People want something
done now. They don’t want fingers of
blame pointed back at what happened 5
years ago or 8 years ago.

We Democrats don’t want to tear ev-
erything down and start over again.
Let’s keep all the progress—the 20 mil-
lion more Americans insured, the kids
who can stay on their parents’ plan,
the protections for folks with pre-
existing conditions—and find ways to
make even more progress on bringing
down costs for consumers and improv-
ing the quality of care.

I yield the floor.

——————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

—————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume
consideration of the Elwood nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Courtney
Elwood, of Virginia, to be General
Counsel of the Central Intelligence
Agency.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip.

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I came
to the floor to talk about other mat-
ters, and I will get to those in a mo-
ment. I can’t help but be struck by the
Democratic leader’s sudden interest in
addressing healthcare reform.

It is a fact that even if Hillary Clin-
ton were elected President of the
United States, we would be revisiting
the failed promises of the Affordable
Care Act. For example, premiums,
since 2013, have gone up 105 percent in
the individual market. Those are peo-
ple who don’t have employer-provided
coverage or aren’t on Medicare or Med-
icaid. Small businesses and individuals
who have to go out and purchase their
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healthcare have seen premiums go up
105 percent.

We hear stories every day—and I will
recount some of those from Texas—
where people say they have =zero
choices. For example, in Iowa, we
learned there are no insurance compa-
nies that are willing to sell health in-
surance on the individual market. That
isn’t because of anything that Presi-
dent Trump or the Republican major-
ity have done. These are the failures of
ObamaCare.

President Obama made extravagant
promises about ObamaCare, none of
which has really proven to be true. He
said he would bring down premiums
$2,500 for a family of four. Well, these
folks in the individual market have
seen their premiums go up 105 percent
since 2013. He said that if you like your
policy, you could keep your policy.
That proved not to be true because un-
less you bought the government-ap-
proved healthcare policy, insurance
companies couldn’t sell it on the ex-
changes. He said: If you like your doc-
tor, you can keep your doctor.

But as people found out when their
policies changed, frequently the doc-
tors in the network they could see
changed. People saw premiums go up.
They lost coverage they liked, and
they lost the doctor they had con-
fidence in.

So the suggestion of the Democratic
leader that somehow this current situ-
ation is a result of President Trump or
congressional action is ludicrous. I
think people understand that, but I
just couldn’t resist responding a little
bit to what he had to say, because
sometimes when people don’t respond
they assume there isn’t a response, and
clearly there is.

TRIBUTE TO TEXAS MILITARY ACADEMY
APPOINTEES

Mr. President, it is good to be back
at work here in Washington after a
work week at home. I had the honor,
starting on Memorial Day, of spending
some time with Texas’s newest recruits
to our country’s military academies.

Every year, now for the 11th year, I
have had the privilege of hosting an
academy sendoff ceremony in ‘‘Mili-
tary City U.S.A.,” my hometown of
San Antonio. This annual gathering
recognizes the bright young Texans
who have accepted an appointment to
one of the premier military academies
that serve our Armed Forces, and I am
always proud to celebrate the incred-
ible achievement they have made so far
in their young lives and encourage
them as they begin a life of public serv-
ice. It is truly inspirational, and it is
my favorite event of the year.

This year about 272 young Texans
have answered the call to get a service
academy education and a career in
military service. It is a good deal if you
can qualify for it because basically you
get a free ride to one of these premier
service academies, and we train the
next generation of military leaders,
which is good for all of us.

My wife Sandy and I look forward to
this event each year, and we find that
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Memorial Day is a fitting time to send
off these young men and women, while
we at the same time remembering the
ultimate sacrifice made by those who
gave their lives answering that same
call to service.

I try to recruit a top-tier speaker to
these events, somebody who will chal-
lenge and inspire these young men and
women, and this year was no exception.
ADM William McRaven, the Chancellor
of the University of Texas System,
spoke to these incoming midshipmen
about lessons he learned in public serv-
ice and his 37 years in the U.S. Navy as
a Navy SEAL.

He spoke candidly that this would be
the greatest challenge of their young
lives but also the most rewarding. He
said it would be a decision they would
never regret. He also spent some time—
appropriately, on Memorial Day—talk-
ing about the heroes who have sac-
rificed all to serve the military in the
greatest country in the world. So all in
all, Memorial Day was a great day, and
it was a great event for these young
men and women.

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS ACCOUNT-
ABILITY AND WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION
BILL
Mr. President, as we come back the

week after Memorial Day, I know I am
not the only one encouraged to find
better and more effective ways to serve
our country. Fortunately, this Cham-
ber in the Senate will have a chance to
do that. Soon we will vote on a bill
that will reform the U.S. Department
of Veterans Affairs, a Department rid-
dled with inefficiencies and marked too
often by scandal and corruption.

This is a huge government depart-
ment. At last count, some 330,000 peo-
ple worked for the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration and, unfortunately, we have all
become familiar with the horror stories
of fake scheduling, indicating that peo-
ple actually were being seen who were
not seen, huge wait times, and people
literally dying as a result of not get-
ting the treatment they earned by vir-
tue of their service in the military
through the Department of Veterans
Affairs.

The legislation we will vote on is
called the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Accountability and Whistleblower
Protection Act. It will protect the Vet-
erans’ Administration employees who
care deeply for veterans by protecting
them as whistleblowers. It also pro-
vides managers with the tools they
need to address poor performance and
misconduct. To sum it up, this bill will
make it easier for VA employees to be
held accountable, and that is some-
thing the Veterans’ Administration
and our veterans desperately need, and
it has for some time. It will make the
VA work better for the men and women
who have served us so well.

I should point out that at a time
when I suspect people doubt whether
there is any bipartisanship in the Con-
gress or in Washington, this is a bipar-
tisan piece of legislation. It was voted
out of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee
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by a voice vote 2 weeks ago, which es-
sentially is by unanimous consent.

It has growing support among groups
focused on helping our returning war-
riors to get the treatment, care, and
support they need. That is because the
VA bill will do what it is supposed to
do and, unfortunately, hasn’t always
done well, which is to serve our vet-
erans.

Like all of us, I have the honor of
meeting with our veterans regularly
and working with them to help them
succeed after giving so much of them-
selves to keep our country safe.

One other example of bipartisan leg-
islation that was signed last week by
the President of the United States is a
bill called the American Law Enforce-
ment Heroes Act, a bill that I intro-
duced to help connect veterans to op-
portunities in law enforcement in their
local communities. So it is another ex-
ample—perhaps, not in the headlines.
There is not a big partisan food fight
over it. So maybe most people are not
aware of it. But I think it is important
to remind people that, amid all of the
distractions they see in Washington
and in the news, there is important
work being done to benefit people who
certainty deserve it, and that would be
the case for our veterans.

I am thankful for the work of the
chairman of the Senate Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee, Senator ISAKSON, as
well as the diligent and thoughtful
work of the Senator from Florida, Mr.
RUBIO, on this important veterans bill.
I look forward to passing this bill soon.

Mr. President, I also look forward
this afternoon to confirming the nomi-
nee for general counsel of the Central
Intelligence Agency. Director Pompeo
has been there for some time now, hav-
ing been mnominated by President
Trump and confirmed. He is an out-
standing choice to be the Director of
the Central Intelligence Agency. Like
every organization, it seems these
days, the CIA needs a good lawyer to
lead its effort to make sure that it con-
ducts itself precisely in accordance
with the rule of law.

Ms. Elwood is extraordinarily quali-
fied. She served during the administra-
tion of President George W. Bush as
Counselor to the Attorney General,
Deputy Counsel to the Vice President,
and Associate Counsel to the Presi-
dent. I am confident that she will serve
as a sharp, independent mind to the
CIA. I hope we will confirm Courtney
Elwood soon, and I trust we will.

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION

Finally, Mr. President, as we redou-
ble our work on the failed ObamaCare
law and seek to replace it with market-
driven solutions so people can actually
buy insurance they want at a price
they can afford, I want to briefly re-
mind my colleagues why we are fixing
it. I alluded to that at the beginning,
and I will close with a few more re-
minders.

Just last week it was reported that
only three insurance companies that
offered plans on the ObamaCare ex-
changes will return to the Houston
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area in 2018. In 2016, just last year,
there was more than twice that num-
ber. So we see that the pool of avail-
able choices for Americans on the ex-
changes has shrunk and continues to
shrink in places such as Iowa, where it
has gone away entirely and where
there is no insurance company willing
to sell insurance on the ObamaCare ex-
changes. Houston, after all, is the Na-
tion’s fourth most populous city. So if
you see that sort of trend there, it can
and will happen everywhere.

ObamaCare continues to fail the
American people by not delivering on
its promises. I have said before that in
my previous life I was attorney general
of the State of Texas. One of the most
important jobs the attorney general’s
office does is consumer protection, pro-
tecting consumers from fraudsters and
those who would try to deceive them
and cheat them out of their hard-
earned money. I have said, because I
believe it to be true, that ObamaCare
represents one of the largest cases of
consumer fraud I have ever seen. When
President Obama made the extravagant
promises he made and yet we have the
evidence of its failure, it is clear that
the American people were misled when
it came to ObamacCare.

Many people aren’t getting the ac-
cess to healthcare they thought, and
those who are using ObamaCare ex-
changes are finding it increasingly ex-
pensive. The premiums, as I indicated
earlier, have gone up 105 percent in 39
States with ObamaCare exchanges,
since 2013 alone. Then, with the deduct-
ible, most people find that their out-of-
pocket costs before the insurance actu-
ally kicks in keeps going up and up and
up, to the extent that many people es-
sentially find themselves without the
benefit of the insurance they are pay-
ing so much for because the deductible
is so high. We know the insurers on the
exchanges just keep passing the cost on
to the customer, with rate increases up
almost 50 percent in many cases. That
is just in the Houston area, which I am
talking about. Obviously, the 105 per-
cent in 2016 is a nationwide number. We
know that nationwide, as well, only
one in three counties has only one in-
surer on the ObamaCare exchange as of
2017. This is just simply unsustainable,
and it is irresponsible.

That is why my colleagues and I are
committed to doing something about
it. Our friend, the Democratic leader,
was in here claiming that the insta-
bility in the market and the fact that
premiums are so high and insurance
companies are leaving are as a result of
the instability created by political un-
certainty now. Well, that is clearly not
the case. ObamaCare has been with us
since 2016, and it has been a terrible
failure for the people who buy their in-
surance on the individual markets.
That is why we are committed to doing
everything we can to replacing it with
patient-centered options that actually
work to help people get the type of cov-
erage they want at a price they can af-
ford.
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I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
FLAKE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today
the Senate will vote on the nomination
of Courtney Elwood to be CIA general
counsel. This is an important job that
got even more important in the past
week. As I will explain, this position
may play a crucial role in determining
whether history is erased or preserved
for generations of Americans to come.

As Senators know, last week the cur-
rent chair of the Senate Intelligence
Committee demanded that several key
government agencies get rid of their
copies of the torture report prepared by
Senator FEINSTEIN and her colleagues.
I am going to take a few minutes to de-
scribe what this has to do with Court-
ney Elwood.

In short, it starts with the CIA’s his-
tory of torture, which was carefully
documented and sourced by the Intel-
ligence Committee under Senator FEIN-
STEIN’s leadership. This is the issue
that is being debated—the CIA’s his-
tory of torture. That is why it is criti-
cally important that the CIA get back
its copy of the report. If Courtney
Elwood is confirmed, the decision on
whether to do so may be up to her.
Here is why: The CIA Director, Mr.
Pompeo, who said at his confirmation
hearing that he would read the report,
has gotten rid of the CIA’s copy. He did
so despite the fact that the current
chair of the Intelligence Committee
had no authority to demand that of
him. Mr. Pompeo got rid of the report
despite a personal promise to read it,
and he did this even though it may
have violated the law. It certainly vio-
lated a fundamental principle impor-
tant to the American people that in
this country, we don’t erase history.

Now, this can be fixed. The CIA can
get the report back. It can do what
Senator FEINSTEIN told the government
to do back in 2014, which is to dis-
tribute this report, read it, and learn
from it. Will Director Pompeo get the
report back on his own? There is no
reason to think so. But if there is one
thing Director Pompeo said again and
again in his remarks during the con-
firmation process, it is that he told the
Senate Intelligence Committee repeat-
edly that he is going to rely on the ad-
vice of his lawyers.

That is exactly where Courtney
Elwood comes in. What will her advice
be to Director Pompeo? What will she
advise him about whether to allow this
attempt to erase history to stand or
whether it is going to get fixed and the
report is going to be brought back? The
Senate doesn’t have any idea this
morning. We do Kknow that Ms.
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Elwood’s responses to questions on the
torture issue were troubling and that
we need to look at those responses in a
whole new light based on what hap-
pened last week.

Ms. Elwood said that she read the un-
classified executive summary of the
torture report, but based on her re-
sponses to questions, the 500-page exec-
utive summary was not adequate for
her. It was not sufficient for her to
conclude whether the CIA’s interroga-
tion techniques violated the law. Clear-
ly, she needed to read the classified re-
port. Ms. Elwood, in both her written
answers and at her hearing, said that
she would read the classified report.
But now, because of what the current
chair of the Intelligence Committee
and the Director of the CIA have done,
it is not going to be available. It is not
going to be available for her to read.

Many Members of this body have spo-
ken out about the torture report and
the need for its lessons to be learned so
this country never again engages in the
kind of illegal, damaging program that
Senator FEINSTEIN has documented.
But now there is an issue that goes be-
yond what the Senate has thought this
was all about. Now there is an indi-
vidual nominee for whom these lessons
are critical. This nominee told our
committee that she had not yet studied
whether the CIA’s torture techniques
were legal. She told us she would read
the report, and now the report is gone.
What could be more troubling than
that?

What is at issue here is one of the
most disturbing and undemocratic
events ever to take place in the U.S.
Senate. The current chair of the Sen-
ate Intelligence Committee has told
the executive branch to get rid of its
copies of the report, and at least some
of the agencies have sent their only
copies to the committee. I am going to
be clear: The current chair does not
have the authority to do this.

First, in December of 2014, the full,
final, classified report was filed as a
Senate report. It is therefore not a
committee document. Second, no one
can retroactively change the status of
a historical Senate report. The report
was finalized, filed, and transmitted to
the executive branch during the 113th
Congress. Only in the 114th Congress
did the current chair assume the chair-
manship and begin to assert control
over the report.

Think about the implications here.
How can this body allow Members of
Congress who don’t like what a pre-
vious Congress has done to unilaterally
try to erase history? How many other
congressional reports would be at risk?
There are other reports that have not
yet been fully declassified. Should the
Senate worry about whether or not
they will be protected? Should Ameri-
cans be concerned that the country’s
historical records are going to be
erased before the public ever sees
them?

My view is that this effort by the
current chair of the committee is an
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assault on one of the fundamental val-
ues of our democracy. In this country,
we don’t eradicate the historical record
just because we find it uncomfortable.
There is a reason insecure dictators do
it, and there is a reason this kind of
thing has never happened here. It is be-
cause we are a confident democracy
that has always looked to our own his-
tory and all our flaws as we seek to
build a better Nation.

We are better than this. I urge my
colleagues to defend these principles. I
urge them to vote against this nomina-
tion.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I wish
to add my support this morning for
Courtney Elwood as the next general
counsel of the CIA—not that she really
needs it. In her many years of public
service and private practice, Courtney
has earned the esteem of her colleagues
across both parties and two adminis-
trations. David Kris, an Obama ap-
pointee, calls her ‘‘a first-class law-
yer.”” Ben Powell, a Bush appointee,
calls her ‘‘one of the finest lawyers of
her generation.”” Caroline Krass, an-
other Obama appointee, calls her ‘“‘an
excellent choice.” And Wan Kim, an-
other Bush appointee, says she is
““careful, brilliant, and highly accom-
plished.”

In other words, you don’t need me to
tell you Courtney Elwood is a first-rate
attorney. In fact, you don’t need any-
one to tell you that because her accom-
plishments speak for themselves.

She graduated from Yale Law School
in 1994 and went on to clerk for both
Judge Mike Luttig on the Fourth Cir-
cuit and then-Chief Justice William
Rehnquist at the Supreme Court. After
spending some time in private practice,
she worked for 6 years in the George W.
Bush administration, rising from asso-
ciate counsel to the President, to dep-
uty counsel to the Vice President, to
Deputy Chief of Staff and Counselor to
the Attorney General.

We are not talking about a rookie
lawyer who is inexperienced in the
ways of Washington or in the corridors
of power. Her commitment to the law
is unquestioned and unquestionable.
She is just the person we need for this
position.

The general counsel of the CIA will
help Director Pompeo navigate the
many twists and turns of the thorny
legal terrain as our intelligence com-
munity defends our country against a
wide range of threats: terrorism, cyber
warfare, and good, old-fashioned espio-
nage. We need people of the highest
caliber serving at our national security
agencies, and there is broad agreement
that Courtney Elwood fits the bill.

I am happy to support her nomina-
tion, and I thank her and her family
for answering the call to serve once
again.

(The remarks of Mr. COTTON per-
taining to the introduction of S. 1297
are printed in today’s RECORD under
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“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”)

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, in
the critical debate about the balance
between national security and rights to
privacy, the truth must be paramount.
Time and again, President Trump has
misled the American public about na-
tional security matters, including tor-
ture, surveillance, and intelligence.
Trump has claimed that ‘‘torture
works’ and that ‘‘we should go much
stronger than waterboarding,” despite
widespread evidence that enhanced in-
terrogation techniques are not effec-
tive in acquiring intelligence or gain-
ing cooperation from detainees. With-
out any evidence, President Trump al-
leged that President Obama illegally
wiretapped the phones of Trump Tow-
ers. Former FBI Director James Comey
soundly rejected this conspiracy the-
ory, a statement that likely played a
role in his firing. President Trump re-
peatedly dismissed intelligence that
Russia interfered in our 2016 elections
and derided our intelligence commu-
nity for its assessments. His rejection
of truth, to stoke fear and resentment
in the American public, is unethical
and dangerous. It is a threat to Amer-
ican freedoms.

In this extraordinary environment,
the CIA’s leadership must not only pro-
vide objective and sound intelligence
assessments to the President, it must
faithfully ensure that the President is
adhering to the law. The role of the
General Counsel is particularly critical
at this moment, when our sitting
President has openly denounced or dis-
played alarming ignorance of existing
laws on intelligence matters. As the
CIA General Counsel’s guidance is pro-
vided entirely in secret, with no public
transparency, it is imperative that the
American public have as clear an un-
derstanding as possible of the nomi-
nee’s prior record of legal interpreta-
tion.

On this point, Courtney Elwood’s his-
tory under President George W. Bush is
troubling. At the Department of Jus-
tice, Ms. Elwood was involved in dis-
cussions regarding the legal justifica-
tion for the ‘‘warrantless wiretapping
program,’’ in which the Bush adminis-
tration collected telephonic and email
communications of U.S. persons on
U.S. soil without a court order. The
Bush administration, in memos that
are now declassified, argued that the
President has inherent constitutional
power to monitor Americans’ commu-
nications without a warrant in a time
of war. Given the perennial nature of
America’s war footing, this argument
afforded the President a virtually un-
limited authority to surveil Ameri-
cans. When asked for her views on this
legal justification in testimony before
the Senate Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, Ms. Elwood asserted that the
program was ‘‘carefully reasoned’ and
that the Justice Department was
‘““thorough in its analysis.”

Ms. Elwood’s record on torture is
also cause for concern. While I was
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pleased with Ms. Elwood’s testimony
that the reinstatement of torture
would be illegal under existing law, I
am concerned with her prior work on
cases involving the detention of enemy
combatants, military commissions,
and the constitutionality of national
security programs under President
Bush. For these reasons, I cannot sup-
port her nomination.

Mr. COTTON. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I am
here to speak about a topic which,
wherever 1 go, people speak about—the
replacement of the Affordable Care Act
or ObamaCare, as people call it. Clear-
ly, we need action.

I had a Facebook post maybe a week
or two ago from Brian in Covington,
LA. He said: My family plan is $1,700.
The quote goes on to say how his fam-
ily cannot afford that $1,700.

Rates are going up, which I have said
time and time again. My friend back in
Baton Rouge, he and his wife are 60, 61.
The quote for their insurance last year
was $39,000—for 1 year. That is clearly
not affordable. This is not just in Lou-
isiana; it is in Washington, DC, it is in
California, it is across our Nation
where individual market quotes are
going up that they cannot support.

Most recently, Connecticut insur-
ers—there are two—are proposing rate
increases that are 15.2 percent and 33.8
percent, on average, respectively. They
are quoting 22 percent over 2017. In
Maryland, some insurers are going to
raise rates as much as 59 percent for
those individual plans.

I am a physician. I learned a couple
of things in my 20 or 30 years of prac-
tice. One, to lower costs, the patient
must have the power; and, two, the in-
surance must be affordable; and, three,
that the insurance they receive must
be adequate. President Trump totally
got this. On the campaign trail, Presi-
dent Trump said time and again—what
I call his contract with the voter. He
wanted folks to maintain coverage
with lower premiums, care for those
with preexisting conditions, and elimi-
nating mandates. I think President
Trump just knew it. I shorthand this, if
you will, saying, if we focus on low-
ering premiums and making sure it
passes the Jimmy Kimmel test. The
late-night comedian, when his child
was born with a terrible heart problem,
immediately got the care that child
needed. So if we can have insurance
that passes the Jimmy Kimmel test—
lowering premiums, taking care of the
rest of President Trump’s goals, then I
think we can accomplish it. We need to
talk to experts, actuaries, those who
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design insurance plans, to make sure
we come up with something.

There is something else the President
said that I want to focus on. This is
just before he took the oath of office.
He said people covered under the law—
meaning the Republican replacement—
can expect to have great healthcare.
“It will be much simplified.” One of
the complaints about the Affordable
Care Act is it is so complicated. Even
online, 16 pages online, with your W-2,
if you don’t get it, you get booted out.
The President said we must have a
much simpler way of going about this—
much less expensive and much better.

What could this look like? Let me
propose some conservative solutions
that could be in a Republican plan that
would achieve the President’s goal.
First, the patient has to have the
power. In my 30 years of practice, I
found that if the patient has the power,
the system lines up to serve her. One
example is price transparency. If we
can put in that a provider has to pub-
lish the provider’s price, so the patient
getting the blood test knows the cost
of the blood test at that moment and
can compare it to someone down the
street, we will lower cost.

One example just came up in a news-
paper out of New Orleans. Nola.com is
their website. A woman went in and
got blood tests. She received a bill
weeks later and her bill was for $324.
She found she could have gotten the
same blood test for $34 right down the
street. A woman from Texas came up.
She said she heard me speak of price
transparency—the power of negoti-
ating, if you will. The doctor ordered
an MRI on her son’s shoulder. She
called up the different places where she
could have it done and she got a price
of $667. On my Facebook page is a little
video of her speaking: I got it for $667.
Then I remembered what you said: If
you pay cash, you get a discount. I
called them back. I said, if I pay cash,
will you give me a lower price? They
said: Pay us cash, we will cut that $667
to $400. The patient had the power. So
she ended up paying far less for the
procedure the doctor ordered. That is
one conservative solution, give the pa-
tient the power.

Secondly, let States innovate. We
need to take all of this power that
ObamaCare brought to Washington,
DC, and push it back out to the States.
If we do that, we are going to accom-
plish something. Let’s just acknowl-
edge that there are 700,000 people or so
in Alaska. If you took a map of the
State of Alaska and put it over the
lower 48, it would stretch from roughly
Georgia to the Pacific Ocean. Wash-
ington, DC, has almost the same popu-
lation as Alaska, and you can walk
across the city in a morning. Clearly,
you need different solutions for an area
you can walk across and an area you
cannot fly across in the same time that
you would walk across Washington,
DC. We have to return power back to
the patients. We have to engage doc-
tors and patients so those patients
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with complex conditions get their
healthcare managed. I use the example
of a diabetic. She perhaps developed
childhood diabetes, and now she is 35
years old. If a doctor is managing her
condition, she works, stays at home,
her complications are minimal, and her
life is much better. If her condition is
not managed, she comes to the emer-
gency room three times a month with
diabetes out of control. That just
shoots a hole in the bucket of fiscal re-
sponsibility and also in her health. In-
stead of working, keeping a family, she
is coming to the hospital, getting care
through the emergency room, which
she cannot afford to pay for, and that
cost is shifted to everyone else. That is
not the way to manage that. We need
to engage doctors with patients.

Another conservative solution is we
need more competition between insur-
ers so there is not just one insurance
company in the market that can there-
fore set prices but rather we have mul-
tiple. So if we give the patient the
power by giving the patient a tax cred-
it that she can use to purchase the in-
surance she wishes to have, that will
create competition as more insurers
enter the market. If we have that com-
petition—those market forces—prices
come down.

When the President said we have to
make things simpler, I think that also
includes how we enroll people in insur-
ance. We figured that out on Medicare.
Under Medicare, if someone turns 65,
they are on Medicare. It could not be
simpler. They get a letter. They are on
Medicare. If they don’t want to, they
can call: Hey, I don’t want to be on
Medicare. But as a rule, they are on
Medicare.

Fortune 500 companies have figured
out the same thing. In order to enroll
people into retirement plans they say:
Listen, you are in the 401(k) plan un-
less you choose not to be. That makes
it simpler to get a 95-percent enroll-
ment in retirement plans. Now, you
could say: Hey, listen, you have to fill
out a bunch of forms. If you don’t fill
out these forms, you are not going to
be enrolled. But that would not work
for Medicare. It would not work for
401(k)s. It has not worked under
ObamacCare.

We need to take those same sort of
solutions we have found for both Medi-
care and enrolling people in their re-
tirement and do it for the Republican
alternative.

The Republican alternative would
say: We make it easy to enroll. You are
in unless you are out. So if you are eli-
gible for a tax credit, you would re-
ceive it. You would then have the in-
surance. If you were passive about it,
you would have a default policy. But if
you are active, you could do more with
it. But by doing so, you actually in-
crease the number of people insured.

Now, when you increase the pool of
those insured, you lower premiums. We
had Blue Cross look at our proposal to
make it easy to enroll: You are in un-
less you are out. That would lower pre-
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miums by 20 percent, just by expanding
the number of those who are insured—
20 percent.

So when President Trump says he
wants to continue coverage, caring for
those with preexisting conditions with-
out mandates and lowering premiums,
doing this feature where you are in un-
less you call us and tell us you don’t
want to be and making it simple
achieves all four goals.

We would increase coverage. By that,
we would lower premiums, taking care
of those with preexisting conditions.
Now, again, it is using the mechanism
that is already used in Medicare and in
Fortune 500 companies, making it easy
to enroll. There are some who don’t
want to give States the options. They
don’t want to give patients the options.
They don’t want to make it simple to
enroll. They want to replace, if you
will, the tyranny of ObamaCare—where
all of this power is taken to Wash-
ington, DC, and States and people were
told what they had to do—with a dif-
ferent sort of tyranny, telling States
what they can’t do.

I think we ought to give as much
power to the States, as much latitude
to the patients to come up with the so-
lutions that work for them. That is the
conservative way to go.

But I will say, in speaking with con-
servatives, that I very much invite our
Democratic colleagues to come to the
table. There are some of my Demo-
cratic colleagues who have said they
just want Republicans to work through
this, thinking that it might be a polit-
ical train wreck that would work to
their advantage. But in those States
there are Americans whose premiums
are becoming unaffordable.

I mentioned earlier that in Con-
necticut premiums are rising 15 and 34
percent this year. In Oregon, it is as
high as 22 percent, and Maryland is as
high as 60 percent.

Now, who cares if the person is a
Democrat or a Republican? If her pre-
mium is increasing 60 percent, she can-
not afford it. So I challenge my Demo-
cratic colleagues to get off the side-
lines and engage. Try to do something
not for political purposes but for the
purpose of that person who is at home
struggling to pay the bills and deciding
that she can no longer afford insur-
ance, but, perhaps unbeknown to her,
she has a cancer brewing inside her.
Just when she decides she can no
longer afford coverage because pre-
miums have risen 60 percent, that is
when her cancer is discovered.

We have to address this. It will take
us on either side of the aisle—both
Democrats and Republicans—to work
together. I will finish with a quote
from a fellow from Covington, Brian,
on my Facebook page. He said that his
family plan is $1,700 a month, for him,
his wife, and his two children. The
ACA, the Affordable Care Act, or
ObamaCare, has brought him to his
knees. I hope we can get something
done. The middle class is dwindling
away. Can everyone just come together
and figure this out?
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This is a cry for help. It is a chal-
lenge to Republicans and Democrats to
come up with a plan that is not a red
plan or a blue plan but an American
plan to address his needs, his wife’s
needs, and those similar to him across
the country.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

HONORING THE GHOST ARMY

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, thank
you and Senator CASSIDY. We just came
back, as we all know, from the Memo-
rial Day recess. I wanted today not to
only reflect on that but also to reflect
on our anniversary of D-day and the
day that our Allies invaded France in
1944. In doing so today, I would like to
speak and pay tribute to all of those—
including, but not limited to, Ameri-
cans, but especially Americans—who
risked their lives to defend our free-
doms.

In particular, I come today to recog-
nize a special group of dedicated sol-
diers. You probably have not heard of
them, but they are referred to as the
Ghost Army—the Ghost Army. This is
a unit that served in World War II. It
was comprised of the 23rd Headquarters
Special Troops and the 3133rd Signal
Service Company. The personnel of this
U.S. Army unit were handpicked. They
were handpicked for their artistic and
creative characteristics, and you will
see why in just a moment.

They handled top secret information,
and they were among some of Amer-
ica’s most promising artists, engineers,
and signals professionals. The mission
of the Ghost Army was very simple:
Fool Adolph Hitler—fool Adolph Hitler
by using what was called tactical de-
ception. The Ghost Army’s deceptive
creation of fake battles, inflatable
tanks, theatrical props, and other in-
ventive equipment falsified troop
movements, and had our enemies chas-
ing ghosts—hence the name the Ghost
Army.

Beginning in Normandy 2 weeks after
D-day and ending in the Rhine River
Valley, the Ghost Army staged over 20
fake battles—fake battlefield decep-
tions. The German Army did not know
whether they were coming or going,
thanks to the Ghost Army. These per-
formances, of course, were illusions.
They were called illusions by the sol-
diers. They occurred in the most dan-
gerous spot in the war, on the frontline
of battle.

Now, without the Ghost Army’s dedi-
cation and fearless perseverance, Allied
successes at the Battle of the Bulge
and the final battles in Po Valley,
Italy, would not have been possible.
The 23rd unit was composed of only
1,184 men—1,200 men. They put them-
selves at risk every day at the fore-
front of danger, and they fought tire-
lessly. They used ingenious, innovative
methods to mislead the enemy, ulti-
mately leading the Allies to many vic-
tories in Europe. Because of their brav-
ery, because of the bravery of the 1,200
men in the Ghost Army, up to 30,000
American soldiers and 10,000 German
soldiers were able to return home alive.
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So why are we waiting until today to
honor these 1,184 brave Americans? Be-
cause until recently the Ghost Army’s
mission was classified. It was top se-
cret. Nobody except the members of
the Ghost Army knew anything about
it. This has finally changed. That is
one of the reasons I am here today. I
am proud to be a cosponsor of the
Ghost Army soldier bill, a bipartisan
effort led by Senators MARKEY, COL-
LINS, and KING. This long overdue legis-
lation will award a Congressional Gold
Medal to the 23rd Headquarters Special
Troops and the 3133rd Signal Service
Company.

It is a privilege to share that, in my
home State of Louisiana, the Ghost
Army is being recognized at the New
Orleans Museum of Art. Soldier’s art is
on display depicting many watercolor
portraits, as well as graphite portraits,
of civilians, soldiers, and refugees dur-
ing World War II. It is a legacy that
our great State now gets to honor.

Specifically, I want to recognize six
brave men from Louisiana, my State,
who were members of the Ghost Army.
Hilton Howell Railey of New Orleans is
a prominent journalist and the author
of “Touch’d with Madness.”” He re-
cruited several of the handpicked 23rd.
Mr. Railey trained and deployed the
3133rd Signal Service Company, which
served in Italy.

There is Jim Stegg of New Orleans, a
longtime faculty member at Tulane.
He was an artist; in fact, there is a ret-
rospective of his work at the New Orle-
ans Museum of Art’s Ghost Army ex-
hibit.

Also, there is Mr. Murphy P. Martin,
of St. Martinville, LA; Mr. Thomas L.
Raggio, of Lake Charles, LA; Mr. Roy
L. Ravia, of Calcasieu Parish, in my
State; Mr. Alvin J. Picard, of
Vermilion Parish; and last but cer-
tainly not least, Mr. Anderson B. Wil-
son, of Slidell, LA.

Unfortunately, Mr. Wilson is the only
Ghost Army solder still alive in Lou-
isiana. I had the rare privilege and the
rare honor of speaking with Mr. Wilson
this morning. In December of 1943,
President Roosevelt authorized the
Ghost Army unit. Only 2 weeks later,
in January 1944, Mr. Wilson was on his
way to Camp Mack Morris, TN, to join
the Ghost Army. Who says the Federal
Government can’t move quickly when
it wants to?

Mr. Wilson trained there until May,
when his unit was shipped out of New
York to Liverpool, England. It was the
largest convoy that at the time had
ever crossed the Atlantic Ocean. From
there, Mr. Wilson and his team trav-
eled more than any other unit. From
England they went to France. They
went to Belgium. They went to Hol-
land. They went to Luxembourg, and
they went to Germany.

Mr. Wilson and his comrades fought
fearlessly through the war’s end as
members of the Ghost Army. In July
1945, Mr. Wilson finally came home.
However, while he came home safely,
he could not even disclose, he couldn’t
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even talk about—even to his own fam-
ily—the honorable service unit he was
a part of. Now, it is humbling to me to
hear a man’s sacrifice, to go through
what he went through and not even be
able to talk about it with his family,
but he kept his word out of honor to
his country.

The willingness of Mr. Wilson and his
fellow soldiers to risk their own lives
to defend the freedom we have today—
well, it, too, is humbling.

Mr. Wilson returned home in 1945.
And I hope he is listening right now.
He has been a little under the weather.
He was in the hospital when I spoke to
him today. It wasn’t until the 1990s,
when Mr. Wilson was married with two
grown children, that he could ever talk
about his service to this great country,
share his stories, share his experiences,
share his fight to keep the freedoms all
of us take for granted every day.

Mr. Wilson’s story only gives a snap-
shot of the sacrifices and honorable
work these men of the Ghost Army
gave to the Allied forces victory. And I,
for one—and I know all Americans join
me—thank them for their service and
for the freedoms they protected.

I am proud of this Ghost Army legis-
lation, and I hope to see it move for-
ward and pass so that these fine Ameri-
cans can receive the recognition they
have long deserved.

God bless the members of the Ghost
Army. And if you are listening, Mr.
Wilson, God bless you.

————

RECESS

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate re-
cess until 2:15 p.m.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 12:01 p.m., recessed until 2:15 p.m.
and reassembled when called to order
by the Presiding Officer (Mr.
PORTMAN).

———

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is, Will
the Senate advise and consent to the
Elwood nomination?

Mr. WICKER. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant bill clerk called the
roll.

The result was announced—yeas 67,
nays 33, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 139 Ex.]

YEAS—67
Alexander Cassidy Daines
Barrasso Cochran Donnelly
Bennet Collins Duckworth
Blunt Corker Enzi
Boozman Cornyn Ernst
Burr Cortez Masto Feinstein
Capito Cotton Fischer
Carper Crapo Flake
Casey Cruz Gardner
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Graham Lee Rubio
Grassley Manchin Sasse
Harris McCain Scott
Hatch McCaskill Shelby
Heitkamp McConnell Strange
Hoeven Moran Sullivan
Inhofe Murkowski Thune
Isakson Murphy 175
Johnson Nelson $llhs
Kaine Perdue oomey
Kennedy Portman Wgrner
King Risch Wicker
Klobuchar Roberts Young
Lankford Rounds

NAYS—33
Baldwin Heinrich Sanders
Blumenthal Heller Schatz
Booker Hirono Schumer
Brown Leahy Shaheen
Cantwell Markey Stabenow
Cardin Menendez Tester
Coons Merkley Udall
Durbin Murray Van Hollen
Franken Paul Warren
Gillibrand Peters Whitehouse
Hassan Reed Wyden

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-

FAIRS ACCOUNTABILITY AND
WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION
ACT OF 2017

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session and proceed to
the consideration of S. 1094, which the
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 1094) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve the accountability
of employees of the Department of Veterans
Affairs, and for other purposes.

Thereupon, the Senate proceeded to
consider the bill, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, with an amendment to
strike all after the enacting clause and
insert in lieu thereof the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Department of Veterans Affairs Account-
ability and Whistleblower Protection Act of

2017.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

TITLE [—OFFICE OF ACCOUNTABILITY
AND WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION
Sec. 101. Establishment of Office of Account-
ability and Whistleblower Protec-

tion.

Sec. 102. Protection of whistleblowers in De-
partment of Veterans Affairs.

Sec. 103. Report on methods used to investigate
employees of Department of Vet-
erans Affairs.

TITLE II—ACCOUNTABILITY OF SENIOR
EXECUTIVES, SUPERVISORS, AND OTHER
EMPLOYEES

Sec. 201. Improved authorities of Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to improve ac-
countability of senior executives.

Sec. 202. Improved authorities of Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to improve ac-
countability of employees.
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Sec. 203. Reduction of benefits for Department
of Veterans Affairs employees
convicted of certain crimes.

Authority to recoup bonuses or awards
paid to employees of Department
of Veterans Affairs.

Authority to recoup relocation ex-
penses paid to or on behalf of em-
ployees of Department of Veterans
Affairs.

Time period for response to notice of
adverse actions against super-
visory employees who commit pro-
hibited personnel actions.

Direct hiring authority for medical
center directors and VISN direc-
tors.

Time periods for review of adverse ac-
tions with respect to certain em-
ployees.

Improvement of training for super-
ViSOrS.

Assessment and report on effect on
senior executives at Department
of Veterans Affairs.

Measurement of Department of Vet-
erans Affairs disciplinary process
outcomes and effectiveness.

TITLE I—OFFICE OF ACCOUNTABILITY

AND WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION

SEC. 101. ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICE OF AC-

COUNTABILITY AND WHISTLE-
BLOWER PROTECTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 3 of title 38, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:

“§323. Office of Accountability and Whistle-

blower Protection

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established in
the Department an office to be known as the
‘Office of Accountability and Whistleblower
Protection’ (in this section referred to as the
‘Office’).

“(b) HEAD OF OFFICE.—(1) The head of the
Office shall be responsible for the functions of
the Office and shall be appointed by the Presi-
dent pursuant to section 308(a) of this title.

““(2) The head of the Office shall be known as
the ‘Assistant Secretary for Accountability and
Whistleblower Protection’.

“(3) The Assistant Secretary shall report di-
rectly to the Secretary on all matters relating to
the Office.

‘“(4) Notwithstanding section 308(b) of this
title, the Secretary may only assign to the As-
sistant Secretary responsibilities relating to the
functions of the Office set forth in subsection
(c).

““(c) FUNCTIONS.—(1) The functions of the Of-
fice are as follows:

“(A) Advising the Secretary on all matters of
the Department relating to accountability, in-
cluding accountability of employees of the De-
partment, retaliation against whistleblowers,
and such matters as the Secretary considers
similar and affect public trust in the Depart-
ment.

“(B) Issuing reports and providing rec-
ommendations related to the duties described in
subparagraph (A).

“(C) Receiving whistleblower disclosures.

“(D) Referring whistleblower disclosures re-
ceived under subparagraph (C) for investigation
to the Office of the Medical Inspector, the Office
of Inspector General, or other investigative enti-
ty, as appropriate, if the Assistant Secretary has
reason to believe the whistleblower disclosure is
evidence of a wviolation of a provision of law,
mismanagement, gross waste of funds, abuse of
authority, or a substantial and specific danger
to public health and safety.

““(E) Receiving and referring disclosures from
the Special Counsel for investigation to the
Medical Inspector of the Department, the In-
spector General of the Department, or such
other person with investigatory authority, as
the Assistant Secretary considers appropriate.

Sec. 204.

Sec. 205.

Sec. 206.

Sec. 207.

Sec. 208.

Sec. 209.

Sec. 210.

Sec. 211.
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‘““(F) Recording, tracking, reviewing, and con-
firming implementation of recommendations
from audits and investigations carried out by
the Inspector General of the Department, the
Medical Inspector of the Department, the Spe-
cial Counsel, and the Comptroller General of the
United States, including the imposition of dis-
ciplinary actions and other corrective actions
contained in such recommendations.

‘“(G) Analyzing data from the Office and the
Office of Inspector General telephone hotlines,
other whistleblower disclosures, disaggregated
by facility and area of health care if appro-
priate, and relevant audits and investigations to
identify trends and issue reports to the Sec-
retary based on analysis conducted under this
subparagraph.

‘““(H) Receiving, reviewing, and investigating
allegations of misconduct, retaliation, or poor
performance involving—

“(i) an individual in a senior executive posi-
tion (as defined in section 713(d) of this title) in
the Department;

““(ii) an individual employed in a confidential,
policy-making, policy-determining, or policy-ad-
vocating position in the Department; or

“‘(iii) a supervisory employee, if the allegation
involves retaliation against an employee for
making a whistleblower disclosure.

“(I) Making such recommendations to the Sec-
retary for disciplinary action as the Assistant
Secretary considers appropriate after substan-
tiating any allegation of misconduct or poor
performance pursuant to an investigation car-
ried out as described in subparagraph (F) or
(H).

“(2) In carrying out the functions of the Of-
fice, the Assistant Secretary shall ensure that
the Office maintains a toll-free telephone num-
ber and Internet website to receive anonymous
whistleblower disclosures.

‘“(3) In any case in which the Assistant Sec-
retary receives a whistleblower disclosure from
an employee of the Department under para-
graph (1)(C), the Assistant Secretary may not
disclose the identity of the employee without the
consent of the employee, except in accordance
with the provisions of section 552a of title 5, or
as required by any other applicable provision of
Federal law.

‘““(d) STAFF AND RESOURCES.—The Secretary
shall ensure that the Assistant Secretary has
such staff, resources, and access to information
as may be mecessary to carry out the functions
of the Office.

““(e) RELATION TO OFFICE OF GENERAL COUN-
SEL.—The Office shall not be established as an
element of the Office of the General Counsel and
the Assistant Secretary may not report to the
General Counsel.

‘“(f) REPORTS.—(1)(A4) Not later than June 30
of each calendar year, beginning with June 30,
2017, the Assistant Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate
and the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the
House of Representatives a report on the activi-
ties of the Office during the calendar year in
which the report is submitted.

“(B) Each report submitted under subpara-
graph (A) shall include, for the period covered
by the report, the following:

“(i) A full and substantive analysis of the ac-
tivities of the Office, including such statistical
information as the Assistant Secretary considers
appropriate.

‘(i) Identification of any issues reported to
the Secretary under subsection (c)(1)(G), includ-
ing such data as the Assistant Secretary con-
siders relevant to such issues and any trends the
Assistant Secretary may have identified with re-
spect to such issues.

““(iii) Identification of such concerns as the
Assistant Secretary may have regarding the size,
staffing, and resources of the Office and such
recommendations as the Assistant Secretary may
have for legislative or administrative action to
address such concerns.



S3262

“(iv) Such recommendations as the Assistant
Secretary may have for legislative or adminis-
trative action to improve—

‘(1) the process by which concerns are re-
ported to the Office; and

‘““(11) the protection of whistleblowers within
the Department.

“(v) Such other matters as the Assistant Sec-
retary considers appropriate regarding the func-
tions of the Office or other matters relating to
the Office.

“(2) If the Secretary receives a recommenda-
tion for disciplinary action under subsection
(c)(1)(I) and does not take or initiate the rec-
ommended disciplinary action before the date
that is 60 days after the date on which the Sec-
retary received the recommendation, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs of the Senate and the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs of the House of Representa-
tives a detailed justification for mot taking or
initiating such disciplinary action.

‘“(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) The term ‘supervisory employee’ means
an employee of the Department who is a super-
visor as defined in section 7103(a) of title 5.

““(2) The term ‘whistleblower’ means one who
makes a whistleblower disclosure.

““(3) The term ‘whistleblower disclosure’ means
any disclosure of information by an employee of
the Department or individual applying to be-
come an employee of the Department which the
employee or individual reasonably believes evi-
dences—

““(A) a violation of a provision of law, or

‘““(B) gross mismanagement, a gross waste of
funds, an abuse of authority, or a substantial
and specific danger to public health or safety.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 308(b)
of such title is amended by adding at the end
the following new paragraph:

‘““(12) The functions set forth in section 323(c)
of this title.”.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 3 of such title
is amended by adding at the end the following
new item:

““323. Office of Accountability and Whistle-
blower Protection.”’.
SEC. 102. PROTECTION OF WHISTLEBLOWERS IN
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 7
of title 38, United States Code, is amended by—
(1) striking sections 731, 732, 734, 735, and 736;
(2) by redesignating section 733 as section 731;
and
(3) by adding at the end the following new
sections:

“§ 732. Protection of whistleblowers as criteria
in evaluation of supervisors

“(a) DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF CRITERIA RE-
QUIRED.—The Secretary, in consultation with
the Assistant Secretary of Accountability and
Whistleblower Protection, shall develop criteria
that—

‘““(1) the Secretary shall use as a critical ele-
ment in any evaluation of the performance of a
supervisory employee; and

“‘(2) promotes the protection of whistleblowers.

““(b) PRINCIPLES FOR PROTECTION OF WHISTLE-
BLOWERS.—The criteria required by subsection
(a) shall include principles for the protection of
whistleblowers, such as the degree to which su-
pervisory employees respond constructively
when employees of the Department report con-
cerns, take responsible action to resolve such
concerns, and foster an environment in which
employees of the Department feel comfortable re-
porting concerns to supervisory employees or to
the appropriate authorities.

““(c) SUPERVISORY EMPLOYEE AND WHISTLE-
BLOWER DEFINED.—In this section, the terms
‘supervisory employee’ and ‘whistleblower’ have
the meanings given such terms in section 323 of
this title.
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“§733. Training regarding whistleblower dis-

closures

“(a) TRAINING.—Not less frequently than once
every two years, the Secretary, in coordination
with the Whistleblower Protection Ombudsman
designated under section 3(d)(1)(C) of the In-
spector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.),
shall provide to each employee of the Depart-
ment training regarding whistleblower disclo-
sures, including—

“(1) an explanation of each method estab-
lished by law in which an employee may file a
whistleblower disclosure;

““(2) the right of the employee to petition Con-
gress regarding a whistleblower disclosure in ac-
cordance with section 7211 of title 5;

“(3) an explanation that the employee may
not be prosecuted or reprised against for dis-
closing information to Congress, the Inspector
General, or another investigatory agency in in-
stances where such disclosure is permitted by
law, including under sections 5701, 5705, and
7732 of this title, under section 552a of title 5§
(commonly referred to as the Privacy Act),
under chapter 93 of title 18, and pursuant to
regulations promulgated under section 264(c) of
the Health Insurance Portability and Account-
ability Act of 1996 (Public Law 104-191);

“(4) an explanation of the language that is re-
quired to be included in all nondisclosure poli-
cies, forms, and agreements pursuant to section
115(a)(1) of the Whistleblower Protection En-
hancement Act of 2012 (5 U.S.C. 2302 note); and

“(5) the right of contractors to be protected
from reprisal for the disclosure of certain infor-
mation under section 4705 or 4712 of title 41.

“(b) MANNER TRAINING IS PROVIDED.—The
Secretary shall ensure, to the maximum extent
practicable, that training provided under Sub-
section (a) is provided in person.

““(c) CERTIFICATION.—Not less frequently than
once every two years, the Secretary shall pro-
vide training on merit system protection in a
manner that the Special Counsel certifies as
being satisfactory.

““(d) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall pub-
lish on the Internet website of the Department,
and display prominently at each facility of the
Department, the rights of an employee to make
a whistleblower disclosure, including the infor-
mation described in paragraphs (1) through (5)
of subsection (a).

“(e) WHISTLEBLOWER DISCLOSURE DEFINED.—
In this section, the term ‘whistleblower disclo-
sure’ has the meaning given such term in section
323 of this title.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking the items relating to sections
731 through 736; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
items:

“731. Adverse actions against supervisory em-
ployees who commit prohibited
personnel actions relating to
whistleblower complaints.

““732. Protection of whistleblowers as criteria in
evaluation of supervisors.

“733. Training regarding whistleblower disclo-
sures.”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 731 of
such title, as redesignated by subsection (a)(2),
is amended—

(1) in subsection (c)—

(A4) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking subparagraphs (4) and (B) and
inserting the following:

“(A) making a whistleblower disclosure to the
Assistant Secretary for Accountability and
Whistleblower Protection, the Inspector General
of the Department, the Special Counsel, or Con-
gress;”’; and

(ii)) by redesignating subparagraphs (C)
through (F) as subparagraphs (B) through (E),
respectively; and

(iii) in subparagraph (B), as redesignated by
clause (ii), by striking ‘‘complaint in accordance
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with section 732 or with’’ and inserting ‘‘disclo-

sure made to the Assistant Secretary for Ac-

countability and Whistleblower Protection,”’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘through
(F)” and inserting ‘‘through (E)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘““(d) WHISTLEBLOWER DISCLOSURE DEFINED.—
In this section, the term ‘whistleblower disclo-
sure’ has the meaning given such term in section
323(g) of this title.”.

SEC. 103. REPORT ON METHODS USED TO INVES-

TIGATE EMPLOYEES OF DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 540
days after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Assistant Secretary for Accountability and
Whistleblower Protection shall submit to the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate, and the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report on methods used to inves-
tigate employees of the Department of Veterans
Affairs and whether such methods are used to
retaliate against whistleblowers.

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following:

(1) An assessment of the use of administrative
investigation boards, peer review, searches of
medical records, and other methods for inves-
tigating employees of the Department.

(2) A determination of whether and to what
degree the methods described in paragraph (1)
are being used to retaliate against whistle-
blowers.

(3) Recommendations for legislative or admin-
istrative action to implement safeguards to pre-
vent the retaliation described in paragraph (2).

(c) WHISTLEBLOWER DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term “whistleblower’ has the meaning
given such term in section 323 of title 38, United
States Code, as added by section 101.
TITLE II—ACCOUNTABILITY OF

EXECUTIVES, SUPERVISORS,

OTHER EMPLOYEES
SEC. 201. IMPROVED AUTHORITIES OF SEC-

RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS TO
IMPROVE ACCOUNTABILITY OF SEN-
IOR EXECUTIVES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 713 of title 38,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“§713. Senior executives: removal, demotion,
or suspension based on performance or mis-
conduct
‘““(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) The Secretary may, as

provided in this section, reprimand or suspend,
involuntarily reassign, demote, or remove a cov-
ered individual from a senior executive position
at the Department if the Secretary determines
that the misconduct or performance of the cov-
ered individual warrants such action.

“(2) If the Secretary so removes such an indi-
vidual, the Secretary may remove the individual
from the civil service (as defined in section 2101
of title 5).

“(b) RIGHTS AND PROCEDURES.—(1) A covered
individual who is the subject of an action under
subsection (a) is entitled to—

““(A) advance notice of the action;

‘“‘(B) be represented by an attorney or other
representative of the covered individual’s
choice; and

“(C) grieve the action in accordance with an
internal grievance process that the Secretary, in
consultation with the Assistant Secretary for
Accountability and Whistleblower Protection,
shall establish for purposes of this subsection.

“(2)(A) The aggregate period for notice, re-
sponse, and decision on an action under sub-
section (a) may not exceed 15 business days.

‘““(B) The period for the response of a covered
individual to a notice under paragraph (1)(A) of
an action under subsection (a) shall be 7 busi-
ness days.

‘“(C) A decision under this paragraph on an
action under subsection (a) shall be issued not

SENIOR
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later than 15 business days after notice of the

action is provided to the covered individual

under paragraph (1)(A). The decision shall be in
writing, and shall include the specific reasons
therefor.

““(3) The Secretary shall ensure that the griev-
ance process established under paragraph (1)(C)
takes fewer than 21 days.

‘““(4) A decision under paragraph (2) that is
not grieved, and a grievance decision under
paragraph (3), shall be final and conclusive.

“(5) A covered individual adversely affected
by a decision under paragraph (2) that is not
grieved, or by a grievance decision under para-
graph (3), may obtain judicial review of such
decision.

‘““(6) In any case in which judicial review is
sought under paragraph (5), the court shall re-
view the record and may set aside any Depart-
ment action found to be—

““(A) arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discre-
tion, or otherwise not in accordance with a pro-
vision of law;

““(B) obtained without procedures required by
a provision of law having been followed; or

“(C) unsupported by substantial evidence.

“(c) RELATION TO OTHER PROVISIONS OF
LAw.—Section 3592(b)(1) of title 5 and the proce-
dures under section 7543(b) of such title do not
apply to an action under subsection (a).

‘“(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

““(1) The term ‘covered individual’ means—

‘““(A) a career appointee (as that term is de-
fined in section 3132(a)(4) of title 5); or

‘“(B) any individual who occupies an adminis-
trative or executive position and who was ap-
pointed under section 7306(a), section 7401(1), or
section 7401(4) of this title.

“(2) The term ‘misconduct’ includes neglect of
duty, malfeasance, or failure to accept a di-
rected reassignment or to accompany a position
in a transfer of function.

‘“(3) The term ‘senior executive position’
means—

“(A) with respect to a career appointee (as
that term is defined in section 3132(a) of title 5),
a Senior Erecutive Service position (as such
term is defined in such section); and

““(B) with respect to a covered individual ap-
pointed under section 7306(a) or section 7401(1)
of this title, an administrative or executive posi-
tion.”’.

() CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
7461(c)(1) of such title is amended by inserting
“‘employees in senior executive positions (as de-
fined in section 713(d) of this title) and’’ before
“‘interns”’.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 7 of such title
is amended by striking the item relating to sec-
tion 713 and inserting the following new item:
“713. Senior executives: removal, demotion, or

suspension based on performance
or misconduct.”’.

SEC. 202. IMPROVED AUTHORITIES OF SEC-

RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS TO
IMPROVE ACCOUNTABILITY OF EM-
PLOYEES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 7 of
title 38, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 713 the following new Sec-
tion:

“§ 714. Employees: removal, demotion, or sus-
pension based on performance or mis-
conduct
‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) The Secretary may re-

move, demote, or suspend a covered individual

who is an employee of the Department if the

Secretary determines the performance or mis-

conduct of the covered individual warrants such

removal, demotion, or suspension.

‘““(2) If the Secretary so removes, demotes, or
suspends such a covered individual, the Sec-
retary may—

““(A) remove the covered individual from the
civil service (as defined in section 2101 of title 5);

‘“‘(B) demote the covered individual by means
of a reduction in grade for which the covered
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individual is qualified, that the Secretary deter-
mines is appropriate, and that reduces the an-
nual rate of pay of the covered individual; or

“(C) suspend the covered individual.

“(b) PAY OF CERTAIN DEMOTED INDIVID-
UALS.—(1) Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, any covered individual subject to a de-
motion under subsection (a)(2) shall, beginning
on the date of such demotion, receive the an-
nual rate of pay applicable to such grade.

“(2)(A) A covered individual so demoted may
not be placed on administrative leave during the
period during which an appeal (if any) under
this section is ongoing, and may only receive
pay if the covered individual reports for duty or
is approved to use accrued unused annual, sick,
family medical, military, or court leave.

“(B) If a covered individual so demoted does
not report for duty or receive approval to use
accrued unused leave, such covered individual
shall not receive pay or other benefits pursuant
to subsection (d)(5).

““(c) PROCEDURE.—(1)(A) The aggregate period
for notice, response, and final decision in a re-
moval, demotion, or suspension under this sec-
tion may not exceed 15 business days.

“(B) The period for the response of a covered
individual to a notice of a proposed removal, de-
motion, or suspension under this section shall be
7 business days.

“(C) Paragraph (3) of subsection (b) of section
7513 of title 5 shall apply with respect to a re-
moval, demotion, or suspension under this sec-
tion.

“(D) The procedures in this subsection shall
supersede any collective bargaining agreement
to the extent that such agreement is inconsistent
with such procedures.

““(2) The Secretary shall issue a final decision
with respect to a removal, demotion, or suspen-
sion under this section not later than 15 busi-
ness days after the Secretary provides notice, in-
cluding a file containing all the evidence in sup-
port of the proposed action, to the covered indi-
vidual of the removal, demotion, or suspension.
The decision shall be in writing and shall in-
clude the specific reasons therefor.

“(3) The procedures under chapter 43 of title
5 shall not apply to a removal, demotion, or sus-
pension under this section.

“(4)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B) and sub-
section (d), any removal or demotion under this
section, and any suspension of more than 14
days under this section, may be appealed to the
Merit Systems Protection Board, which shall
refer such appeal to an administrative judge
pursuant to section 7701(b)(1) of title 5.

“(B) An appeal under subparagraph (4A) of a
removal, demotion, or suspension may only be
made if such appeal is made not later than 10
business days after the date of such removal, de-
motion, or suspension.

‘“‘(d) EXPEDITED REVIEW.—(1) Upon receipt of
an appeal under subsection (c)(4)(A), the ad-
ministrative judge shall expedite any such ap-
peal under section 7701(b)(1) of title 5 and, in
any such case, shall issue a final and complete
decision not later than 180 days after the date
of the appeal.

“(2)(A) Notwithstanding section 7701(c)(1)(B)
of title 5, the administrative judge shall uphold
the decision of the Secretary to remove, demote,
or suspend an employee under subsection (a) if
the decision is supported by substantial evi-
dence.

“(B) Notwithstanding title 5 or any other pro-
vision of law, if the decision of the Secretary is
supported by substantial evidence, the adminis-
trative judge shall not mitigate the penalty pre-
scribed by the Secretary.

“(3)(A) The decision of the administrative
judge under paragraph (1) may be appealed to
the Merit Systems Protection Board.

“(B) Notwithstanding section 7701(c)(1)(B) of
title 5, the Merit Systems Protection Board shall
uphold the decision of the Secretary to remove,
demote, or suspend an employee under Ssub-
section (a) if the decision is supported by sub-
stantial evidence.
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“(C) Notwithstanding title 5 or any other pro-
vision of law, if the decision of the Secretary is
supported by substantial evidence, the Merit
Systems Protection Board shall not mitigate the
penalty prescribed by the Secretary.

‘““(4) In any case in which the administrative
judge cannot issue a decision in accordance
with the 180-day requirement under paragraph
(1), the Merit Systems Protection Board shall,
not later than 14 business days after the expira-
tion of the 180-day period, submit to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate and
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the House
of Representatives a report that explains the
reasons why a decision was not issued in ac-
cordance with such requirement.

“(5)(A) A decision of the Merit Systems Pro-
tection Board under paragraph (3) may be ap-
pealed to the United States Court of Appeals for
the Federal Circuit pursuant to section 7703 of
title 5 or to any court of appeals of competent
jurisdiction pursuant to subsection (b)(1)(B) of
such section.

‘““(B) Any decision by such Court shall be in
compliance with section 7462(f)(2) of this title.

‘““(6) The Merit Systems Protection Board may
not stay any removal or demotion under this
section, except as provided in section 1214(b) of
title 5.

““(7) During the period beginning on the date
on which a covered individual appeals a re-
moval from the civil service under subsection (c)
and ending on the date that the United States
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit issues
a final decision on such appeal, such covered
individual may not receive any pay, awards, bo-
nuses, incentives, allowances, differentials, stu-
dent loan repayments, special payments, or ben-
efits related to the employment of the individual
by the Department.

‘“(8) To the maximum extent practicable, the
Secretary shall provide to the Merit Systems
Protection Board such information and assist-
ance as may be mecessary to ensure an appeal
under this subsection is expedited.

“(9) If an employee prevails on appeal under
this section, the employee shall be entitled to
backpay (as provided in section 5596 of title 5).

““(10) If an employee who is subject to a collec-
tive bargaining agreement chooses to grieve an
action taken under this section through a griev-
ance procedure provided under the collective
bargaining agreement, the timelines and proce-
dures set forth in subsection (c) and this sub-
section shall apply.

““(e) WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION.—(1) In the
case of a covered individual seeking corrective
action (or on behalf of whom corrective action is
sought) from the Office of Special Counsel based
on an alleged prohibited personnel practice de-
scribed in section 2302(b) of title 5, the Secretary
may not remove, demote, or suspend such cov-
ered individual under subsection (a) without the
approval of the Special Counsel under Section
1214(f) of title 5.

“(2) In the case of a covered individual who
has made a whistleblower disclosure to the As-
sistant Secretary for Accountability and Whis-
tleblower Protection, the Secretary may not re-
move, demote, or suspend such covered indi-
vidual under subsection (a) until—

““(A) in the case in which the Assistant Sec-
retary determines to refer the whistleblower dis-
closure under section 323(c)(1)(D) of this title to
an office or other investigative entity, a final
decision with respect to the whistleblower dis-
closure has been made by such office or other
investigative entity; or

“(B) in the case in which the Assistant Sec-
retary determines not to the refer the whistle-
blower disclosure under such section, the Assist-
ant Secretary makes such determination.

“(f) TERMINATION OF INVESTIGATIONS BY OF-
FICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL.—(1) Notwithstanding
any other provision of law, the Special Counsel
(established by section 1211 of title 5) may termi-
nate an investigation of a prohibited personnel
practice alleged by an employee or former em-
ployee of the Department after the Special
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Counsel provides to the employee or former em-
ployee a written statement of the reasons for the
termination of the investigation.

““(2) Such statement may not be admissible as
evidence in any judicial or administrative pro-
ceeding without the consent of such employee or
former employee.

‘““(9) VACANCIES.—In the case of a covered in-
dividual who is removed or demoted under sub-
section (a), to the maximum extent feasible, the
Secretary shall fill the vacancy arising as a re-
sult of such removal or demotion.

‘““(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘““(1) The term ‘covered individual’ means an
individual occupying a position at the Depart-
ment, but does not include—

“(A) an individual occupying a senior erecu-
tive position (as defined in section 713(d) of this
title);

‘“(B) an individual appointed pursuant to sec-
tions 7306, 7401(1), 7401(4), or 7405 of this title;

“(C) an individual who has mot completed a
probationary or trial period,; or

‘(D) a political appointee.

‘““(2) The term ‘suspend’ means the placing of
an employee, for disciplinary reasons, in a tem-
porary status without duties and pay for a pe-
riod in excess of 14 days.

‘“(3) The term ‘grade’ has the meaning given
such term in section 7511(a) of title 5.

‘““(4) The term ‘misconduct’ includes neglect of
duty, malfeasance, or failure to accept a di-
rected reassignment or to accompany a position
in a transfer of function.

‘““(5) The term ‘political appointee’ means an
individual who is—

‘“(A) employed in a position described under
sections 5312 through 5316 of title 5 (relating to
the Executive Schedule);

‘““(B) a limited term appointee, limited emer-
gency appointee, or noncareer appointee in the
Senior Executive Service, as defined under para-
graphs (5), (6), and (7), respectively, of section
3132(a) of title 5; or

“(C) employed in a position of a confidential
or policy-determining character under schedule
C of subpart C of part 213 of title 5, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, or successor regulation.

‘““(6) The term ‘whistleblower disclosure’ has
the meaning given such term in section 323(g) of
this title.”.

(b) CLERICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—

(1) CLERICAL.—The table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 7 of such title is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section 713
the following new item:

““714. Employees: removal, demotion, or suspen-
sion based on performance or mis-
conduct.”’.

(2) CONFORMING.—Section 4303(f) of title 5,
United States Code, is amended—

(4) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘or’’ at the
end;

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking the period at
the end and inserting *‘, or’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(4) any removal or demotion under section
714 of title 38.”.

SEC. 203. REDUCTION OF BENEFITS FOR DEPART-

MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS EM-
PLOYEES CONVICTED OF CERTAIN
CRIMES.

(a) REDUCTION OF BENEFITS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 7 of
title 38, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section:

“§ 719. Reduction of benefits of employees con-
victed of certain crimes

“(a) REDUCTION OF ANNUITY FOR REMOVED
EMPLOYEE.—(1) The Secretary shall order that
the covered service of an employee of the De-
partment removed from a position for perform-
ance or misconduct under section 713, 714, or
7461 of this title or any other provision of law
shall not be taken into account for purposes of
calculating an annuity with respect to such in-
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dividual under chapter 83 or chapter 84 of title
5, if—

“(A) the Secretary determines that the indi-
vidual is convicted of a felony (and the convic-
tion is final) that influenced the individual’s
performance while employed in the position; and

““(B) before such order is made, the individual
is afforded—

‘(i) notice of the proposed order; and

“(ii) an opportunity to respond to the pro-
posed order by not later than ten business days
following receipt of such notice; and

“(C) the Secretary issues the order—

‘(i) in the case of a proposed order to which
an individual responds under subparagraph
(B)(ii), not later than five business days after
receiving the response of the individual; or

““(ii) in the case of a proposed order to which
an individual does not respond, not later than
15 business days after the Secretary provides no-
tice to the individual wunder subparagraph
(B)(1).

“(2) Any individual with respect to whom an
annuity is reduced under this subsection may
appeal the reduction to the Director of the Of-
fice of Personnel Management pursuant to such
regulations as the Director may prescribe for
purposes of this subsection.

““(b) REDUCTION OF ANNUITY FOR RETIRED EM-
PLOYEE.—(1) The Secretary may order that the
covered service of an individual who the Sec-
retary proposes to remove for performance or
misconduct under section 713, 714, or 7461 of this
title or any other provision of law but who
leaves employment at the Department prior to
the issuance of a final decision with respect to
such action shall not be taken into account for
purposes of calculating an annuity with respect
to such individual under chapter 83 or chapter
84 of title 5, if—

““(A) the Secretary determines that individual
is convicted of a felony (and the conviction is
final) that influenced the individual’s perform-
ance while employed in the position; and

““(B) before such order is made, the individual
is afforded—

“‘(i) notice of the proposed order;

““(ii) opportunity to respond to the proposed
order by not later than ten business days fol-
lowing receipt of such notice; and

“(C) the Secretary issues the order—

‘(i) in the case of a proposed order to which
an individual responds under subparagraph
(B)(ii), not later than five business days after
receiving the response of the individual; or

“‘(ii) in the case of a proposed order to which
an individual does not respond, not later than
15 business days after the Secretary provides no-
tice to the individual wunder subparagraph
(B)(i).

“(2) Upon the issuance of an order by the Sec-
retary under paragraph (1), the individual shall
have an opportunity to appeal the order to the
Director of the Office of Personnel Management
before the date that is seven business days after
the date of such issuance.

““(3) The Director of the Office of Personnel
Management shall make a final decision with
respect to an appeal under paragraph (2) within
30 business days of receiving the appeal.

“(c) ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS.—Not
later than 37 business days after the Secretary
issues a final order under subsection (a) or (b)
with respect to an individual, the Director of
the Office of Personnel Management shall recal-
culate the annuity of the individual.

“(d) LumMP-SUM ANNUITY CREDIT.—Any indi-
vidual with respect to whom an annuity is re-
duced under subsection (a) or (b) shall be enti-
tled to be paid so much of such individual’s
lump-sum credit as is attributable to the period
of covered service.

“(e) SPOUSE OR CHILDREN EXCEPTION.—(1)
The Secretary, in consultation with the Director
of the Office of Personnel Management, shall
prescribe regulations that may provide for the
payment to the spouse or children of any indi-
vidual referred to in subsection (a) or (b) of any
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amounts which (but for this subsection) would
otherwise have been nonpayable by reason of
such subsections.

‘““(2) Regulations prescribed under paragraph
(1) shall be consistent with the requirements of
section 8332(0)(5) and 8411(1)(5) of title 5, as the
case may be.

“‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘““(1) The term ‘covered service’ means, with re-
spect to an individual subject to a removal for
performance or misconduct under section 719 or
7461 of this title or any other provision of law,
the period of service beginning on the date that
the Secretary determines under such applicable
provision that the individual engaged in activity
that gave rise to such action and ending on the
date that the individual is removed from or
leaves a position of employment at the Depart-
ment prior to the issuance of a final decision
with respect to such action.

““(2) The term ‘lump-sum credit’ has the mean-
ing given such term in section 8331(8) or section
8401(19) of title 5, as the case may be.

‘““(3) The term ‘service’ has the meaning given
such term in section 8331(12) or section 8401(26)
of title 5, as the case may be.’’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 7 of such title
is amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 717 the following new item:

““719. Reduction of benefits of employees con-
victed of certain crimes.”’.

(b) APPLICATION.—Section 719 of title 38,
United States Code, as added by subsection
(a)(1), shall apply to any action of removal of
an employee of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs under section 719 or 7461 of such title or
any other provision of law, commencing on or
after the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 204. AUTHORITY TO RECOUP BONUSES OR
AWARDS PAID TO EMPLOYEES OF DE-
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 7 of
title 38, United States Code, as amended by sec-
tion 203, is further amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§721. Recoupment of bonuses or awards paid
to employees of Department

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Secretary may issue an
order directing an employee of the Department
to repay the amount, or a portion of the
amount, of any award or bonus paid to the em-
ployee under title 5, including under chapters 45
or 53 of such title, or this title if—

‘““(1) the Secretary determines that the indi-
vidual engaged in misconduct or poor perform-
ance prior to payment of the award or bonus,
and that such award or bonus would not have
been paid, in whole or in part, had the mis-
conduct or poor performance been known prior
to payment; and

‘““(2) before such repayment, the employee is
afforded—

““(A) notice of the proposed order; and

‘““(B) an opportunity to respond to the pro-
posed order by not later than 10 business days
after the receipt of such notice; and

““(3) the Secretary issues the order—

‘““(A) in the case of a proposed order to which
an individual responds under paragraph (2)(B),
not later than five business days after receiving
the response of the individual; or

‘““(B) in the case of a proposed order to which
an individual does not respond, not later than
15 business days after the Secretary provides no-
tice to the individual under paragraph (2)(A).

“(b) APPEAL OF ORDER OF SECRETARY.—(1)
Upon the issuance of an order by the Secretary
under subsection (a) with respect to an indi-
vidual, the individual shall have an opportunity
to appeal the order to the Director of the Office
of Personnel Management before the date that is
seven business days after the date of such
issuance.

““(2) The Director shall make a final decision
with respect to an appeal under paragraph (1)
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within 30 business days after receiving such ap-
peal.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter, as
amended by section 203(a)(2), is further amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
719 the following new item:

““721. Recoupment of bonuses or awards paid to
employees of Department.’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 721 of title 38,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall apply with respect to an award or bonus
paid by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to an
employee of the Department of Veterans Affairs
on or after the date of the enactment of this Act.

(d) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this Act or the
amendments made by this Act may be construed
to modify the certification issued by the Office
of Personmel Management and the Office of
Management and Budget regarding the perform-
ance appraisal system of the Senior Ezxecutive
Service of the Department of Veterans Affairs.
SEC. 205. AUTHORITY TO RECOUP RELOCATION

EXPENSES PAID TO OR ON BEHALF
OF EMPLOYEES OF DEPARTMENT OF
VETERANS AFFAIRS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 7 of
title 38, United States Code, as amended by sec-
tion 204, is further amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§723. Recoupment of relocation expenses
paid on behalf of employees of Department

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Secretary may issue an
order directing an employee of the Department
to repay the amount, or a portion of the
amount, paid to or on behalf of the employee
under title 5 for relocation expenses, including
any expenses under section 5724 or 5724a of such
title, or this title if—

‘(1) the Secretary determines that relocation
exrpenses were paid following an act of fraud or
malfeasance that influenced the authorization
of the relocation expenses;

““(2) before such repayment, the employee is
afforded—

““(A) notice of the proposed order; and

‘““(B) an opportunity to respond to the pro-
posed order not later than ten business days fol-
lowing the receipt of such notice; and

““(3) the Secretary issues the order—

““(A) in the case of a proposed order to which
an individual responds under paragraph (2)(B),
not later than five business days after receiving
the response of the individual; or

‘““(B) in the case of a proposed order to which
an individual does not respond, not later than
15 business days after the Secretary provides no-
tice to the individual under paragraph (2)(A).

““(b) APPEAL OF ORDER OF SECRETARY.—(1)
Upon the issuance of an order by the Secretary
under subsection (a) with respect to an indi-
vidual, the individual shall have an opportunity
to appeal the order to the Director of the Office
of Personnel Management before the date that is
seven business days after the date of such
issuance.

““(2) The Director shall make a final decision
with respect to an appeal under paragraph (1)
within 30 days after receiving such appeal.’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is further
amended by inserting after the item relating to
section 721, as added by section 204(b), the fol-
lowing new item:

“723. Recoupment of relocation expenses paid
on behalf of employees of Depart-
ment.”’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 723 of title 38,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall apply with respect to an amount paid by
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to or on behalf
of an employee of the Department of Veterans
Affairs for relocation expenses on or after the
date of the enactment of this Act.
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SEC. 206. TIME PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO NO-
TICE OF ADVERSE ACTIONS AGAINST
SUPERVISORY EMPLOYEES WHO
COMMIT PROHIBITED PERSONNEL
ACTIONS.

Section 731(a)(2)(B) of title 38, United States
Code, as redesignated by section 102(a)(2), is
amended—

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘14 days’’ and in-
serting ‘10 days’’; and

(2) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘14-day period”
and inserting ‘‘10-day period’’.

SEC. 207. DIRECT HIRING AUTHORITY FOR MED-
ICAL CENTER DIRECTORS AND VISN
DIRECTORS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7401 of title 38,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new paragraph:

““(4) Directors of medical centers and directors
of Veterans Integrated Service Networks with
demonstrated ability in the medical profession,
in health care administration, or in health care
fiscal management.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
7404(a)(1) of such title is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘“(A)”° before “The annual’’;
and

(2) in subparagraph (A), as designated by
paragraph (1)—

(A) by inserting ‘“‘and 7401(4) after “‘7306°’;
and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(B) Section 5377 of title 5 shall apply to a po-
sition under section 7401(4) of this title as if
such position were included in the definition of
‘vosition’ in section 5377(a) of title 5.”.

SEC. 208. TIME PERIODS FOR REVIEW OF AD-
VERSE ACTIONS WITH RESPECT TO

CERTAIN EMPLOYEES.
(a) PHYSICIANS, DENTISTS, PODIATRISTS,
CHIROPRACTORS, OPTOMETRISTS, REGISTERED

NURSES, PHYSICIAN ASSISTANTS, AND EXPANDED-
FUNCTION DENTAL AUXILIARIES.—Paragraph (2)
of section 7461(b) of title 38, United States Code,
is amended to read as follows:

“(2) In any case other than a case described
in paragraph (1) that involves or includes a
question of professional conduct or competence
in which a major adverse action was not taken,
such an appeal shall be made through Depart-
ment grievance procedures under section 7463 of
this title.”.

(b) MAJOR ADVERSE ACTIONS INVOLVING PRO-
FESSIONAL CONDUCT OR COMPETENCE.—Section
7462(b) of such title is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A),
by inserting ‘‘, within the aggregate time period
specified in paragraph (5)(4),” after ‘‘is enti-
tled’’;

(B) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by striking ‘At least 30 days advance writ-
ten notice’”’ and inserting ‘‘Advance written no-
tice’’;

(ii) by striking “‘and a statement’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘a statement’’; and

(iii) by inserting ‘‘and a file containing all the
evidence in support of each charge,” after
“with respect to each charge,”’; and

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking “A rea-
sonable time, but not less than seven days’ and
inserting ‘‘The opportunity, within the time pe-
riod provided for in paragraph (4)(A)’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting the
following new paragraph (3):

““(3) After considering the employee’s answer,
if any, and within the time period provided for
in paragraph (5)(B), the deciding official shall
render a decision on the charges. The decision
shall be in writing and shall include the specific
reasons therefor.”’;

(3) in paragraph (4)—

(A) by striking subparagraph (A) and insert-
ing the following new subparagraph (A):

““(A) The period for the response of an em-
ployee under paragraph (1)(B) to advance writ-
ten under paragraph (1)(A) shall be seven busi-
ness days.”’; and
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(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking 30
days’’ and inserting ‘‘seven business days’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

“(5)(A) The aggregate period for the resolu-
tion of charges against an employee under this
subsection may not exceed 15 business days.

‘““(B) The deciding official shall render a deci-
sion under paragraph (3) on charges under this
subsection not later than 15 business days after
the Under Secretary provides mnotice on the
charges for purposes of paragraph (1)(4A).

‘““(6) The procedures in this subsection shall
supersede any collective bargaining agreement
to the extent that such agreement is inconsistent
with such procedures.’.

(c) OTHER ADVERSE ACTIONS.—Section 7463(c)
of such title is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the same no-
tice and opportunity to answer with respect to
those charges as provided in subparagraphs (A)
and (B) of section 7462(b)(1) of this title’’ and
inserting ‘‘notice and an opportunity to answer
with respect to those charges in accordance with
subparagraphs (A) and (B) of section 7462(b)(1)
of this title, but within the time periods specified
in paragraph (3)’;

(2) in paragraph (2)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A),
by inserting ‘‘, within the aggregate time period
specified in paragraph (3)(A),” after ‘‘is enti-
tled’’;

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘“‘an ad-
vance written notice”’ and inserting ‘‘written
notice’’; and

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘“‘a rea-
sonable time” and inserting ‘‘time to answer’’;
and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph (3):

‘“(3)(A) The aggregate period for the resolu-
tion of charges against an employee under para-
graph (1) or (2) may not exceed 15 business
days.

‘““(B) The period for the response of an em-
ployee under paragraph (1) or (2)(B) to written
notice of charges under paragraph (1) or (2)(4),
as applicable, shall be seven business days.

““(C) The deciding official shall render a deci-
sion on charges under paragraph (1) or (2) not
later than 15 business days after notice is pro-
vided on the charges for purposes of paragraph
(1) or (2)(A), as applicable.”.

SEC. 209. IMPROVEMENT OF TRAINING FOR SU-
PERVISORS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans
Affairs shall provide to each employee of the
Department of Veterans Affairs who is employed
as a supervisor periodic training on the fol-
lowing:

(1) The rights of whistleblowers and how to
address a report by an employee of a hostile
work environment, reprisal, or harassment.

(2) How to effectively motivate, manage, and
reward the employees who report to the super-
Visor.

(3) How to effectively manage employees who
are performing at an unacceptable level and ac-
cess assistance from the human resources office
of the Department and the Office of the General
Counsel of the Department with respect to those
employees.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) SUPERVISOR.—The term ‘‘supervisor’ has
the meaning given such term in section 7103(a)
of title 5, United States Code.

(2) WHISTLEBLOWER.—The term ‘“‘whistle-
blower’ has the meaning given such term in sec-
tion 323(g) of title 38, United States Code, as
added by section 101.

SEC. 210. ASSESSMENT AND REPORT ON EFFECT
ON SENIOR EXECUTIVES AT DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than two years
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall—

(1) measure and assess the effect of the enact-
ment of this title on the morale, engagement,
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hiring, promotion, retention, discipline, and
productivity of individuals in senior executive
positions at the Department of Veterans Affairs;
and

(2) submit to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs of the House of Representatives a
report on the findings of the Secretary with re-
spect to the measurement and assessment car-
ried out under paragraph (1).

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment required by
subsection (a)(1) shall include the following:

(1) With respect to engagement, trends in mo-
rale of individuals in senior exrecutive positions
and individuals aspiring to senior executive po-
sitions.

(2) With respect to promotions—

(A) whether the Department is experiencing
an increase or decrease in the number of em-
ployees participating in leadership development
and candidate development programs with the
intention of becoming candidates for senior ex-
ecutive positions; and

(B) trends in applications to senior executive
positions within the Department.

(3) With respect to retention—

(A) trends in retirement rates of individuals in
senior erecutive positions at the Department;

(B) trends in quit rates of individuals in sen-
ior executive positions at the Department;

(C) rates of transfer of—

(i) individuals from other Federal agencies
into senior executive positions at the Depart-
ment; and

(ii) individuals from senior executive positions
at the Department to other Federal agencies;
and

(D) trends in total loss rates by job function.

(4) With respect to disciplinary processes—

(A4) regarding individuals in senior erecutive
positions at the Department who are the subject
of disciplinary action—

(i) the length of the disciplinary process in
days for such individuals both before the date of
the enactment of this Act and under the provi-
sions of this Act described in subsection (a)(1);
and

(ii) the extent to which appeals by such indi-
viduals are upheld under such provisions as
compared to before the date of the enactment of
this Act;

(B) the components or offices of the Depart-
ment which experience the greatest number of
proposed adverse actions against individuals in
senior executive positions and components and
offices which experience the least relative to the
sice of the components or offices’ total number
of senior executive positions;

(C) the tenure of individuals in senior execu-
tive positions who are the subject of disciplinary
action;

(D) whether the individuals in senior execu-
tive positions who are the subject of disciplinary
action have previously been disciplined; and

(E) the number of instances of disciplinary ac-
tion taken by the Secretary against individuals
in senior executive positions at the Department
as compared to governmentwide discipline
against individuals in Senior Executive Service
positions (as defined in section 3132(a) of title 5,
United States Code) as a percentage of the total
number of individuals in senior executive posi-
tions at the Department and Senior Executive
Service positions (as so defined).

(5) With respect to hiring—

(A) the degree to which the skills of newly
hired individuals in senior executive positions at
the Department are appropriate with respect to
the needs of the Department;

(B) the types of senior executive positions at
the Department most commonly filled under the
authorities in the provisions described in sub-
section (a)(1);

(C) the number of senior executive positions at
the Department filled by hires outside of the De-
partment compared to hires from within the De-
partment;

(D) the length of time to fill a senior executive
position at the Department and for a new hire
to begin working in a new senior executive posi-
tion;
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(E) the mission-critical deficiencies filled by
newly hired individuals in senior erecutive posi-
tions and the connection between mission-crit-
ical deficiencies filled under the provisions de-
scribed in subsection (a) and annual perform-
ance of the Department;

(F) the satisfaction of applicants for senior
executive positions at the Department with the
hiring process, including the clarity of job an-
nouncements, reasons for withdrawal of appli-
cations, communication regarding status of ap-
plications, and timeliness of hiring decision; and

(G) the satisfaction of newly hired individuals
in senior executive positions at the Department
with the hiring process and the process of join-
ing and becoming oriented with the Department.

(¢) SENIOR EXECUTIVE POSITION DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘‘senior executive posi-
tion’’ has the meaning given such term in sec-
tion 713 of title 38, United States Code.

SEC. 211. MEASUREMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF
VETERANS AFFAIRS DISCIPLINARY
PROCESS OUTCOMES AND EFFEC-
TIVENESS.

(a) MEASURING AND COLLECTING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans
Affairs shall measure and collect information on
the outcomes of disciplinary actions carried out
by the Department of Veterans Affairs during
the three-year period ending on the date of the
enactment of this Act and the effectiveness of
such actions.

(2) ELEMENTS.—In measuring and collecting
pursuant to paragraph (1), the Secretary shall
measure and collect information regarding the
following:

(A) The average time from the initiation of an
adverse action against an employee at the De-
partment to the final resolution of that action.

(B) The number of distinct steps and levels of
review within the Department involved in the
disciplinary process and the average length of
time required to complete these steps.

(C) The rate of use of alternate disciplinary
procedures compared to traditional disciplinary
procedures and the frequency with which em-
ployees who are subject to alternative discipli-
nary procedures commit additional offenses.

(D) The number of appeals from adverse ac-
tions filed against employees of the Department,
the number of appeals upheld, and the reasons
for which the appeals were upheld.

(E) The use of paid administrative leave dur-
ing the disciplinary process and the length of
such leave.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than December 31,
2017, the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report on the
disciplinary procedures and actions of the De-
partment.

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under
paragraph (1) shall include the following:

(A) The information collected under sub-
section (a).

(B) The findings of the Secretary with respect
to the measurement and collection carried out
under subsection (a).

(C) An analysis of the disciplinary procedures
and actions of the Department.

(D) Suggestions for improving the disciplinary
procedures and actions of the Department.

(E) Such other matters as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate.

(3) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS.—
In this subsection, the term ‘‘appropriate com-
mittees of Congress’ means—

(A) the Committee on Appropriations and the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate;
and

(B) the Committee on Appropriations and the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the House of
Representatives.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the committee-re-
ported substitute amendment to S. 1094
is agreed to.

Under the previous order, there will
now be 3 hours of debate, equally di-
vided in the usual form.
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The Senator from Georgia.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I am
pleased to rise today on the 73rd anni-
versary of the invasion of Normandy,
Omaha Beach, and Sword Beach by
156,000 brave Americans who saved our
freedom and liberty, for the American
people as well as all of Europe, who put
an end to the reign of Adolph Hitler,
and remind me every day as chairman
of the Veterans’ Committee why I am
here in the U.S. Senate—and that is to
see to it that we take care of those who
have taken care of us.

Somebody asked me this morning: Is
it coincidence that D-day was 73 years
ago today? I said: It is Divine provi-
dence that we are on the floor today
paying back those brave 156,000 who in-
vaded those beaches to make the Vet-
erans’ Administration a more favorable
agency than it is already.

I am proud to be on the floor to lead
a part of the debate with Senator
TESTER—mYy ranking member on the
committee and my dear friend—on a
bill that I think is of great signifi-
cance. It is the Veterans Affairs Ac-
countability and Whistleblower Protec-
tion Act.

The best quote is not one I could
come up with or I doubt that JON could
come up with. The best quote really
was come up with by the Iraq and Af-
ghanistan Veterans of America, the
IAVA. When asked, they said: ‘“This is
the strongest VA accountability meas-
ure that can be signed into law.” I
want to reiterate that: the strongest
accountability measure of the VA that
can be signed into law. Which means
we are reaching into every corner of
problems in the VA which have existed
over the last years. We are making
sure we make the corrections nec-
essary to make the VA an accountable
organization, and we are doing it in a
bipartisan fashion together, Democrats
and Republicans alike.

As 1 have said very often, there
aren’t Republican casualties and
Democratic casualties on the battle-
field. They are American citizens who
have fought and died for this country.
So there is no room for partisanship
when it comes to providing them with
the benefits that are necessary and see-
ing to it that they get what they de-
serve.

I thank all the members of the com-
mittee; in particular, Ranking Member
TESTER for his work; Senator MORAN,
who did such great work for us on the
accountability measure; Senator
RUBIO, who is not a member of the
committee but did a great job in terms
of accountability, and he will speak
later on the floor—as I am sure others
will—about this.

We have had a great committee
working for a long period of time. We
passed a bill—almost—last year and
then failed at the last few moments of
the session to get it done. So we are
back a second time, but we are back
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with a bill that has come unanimously
from the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs and I hope will leave this Senate
floor unanimously so we send a clear
signal to our veterans: We will hold
ourselves accountable to you.

What specifically does the legislation
do that is important? One, it makes
what President Trump referred to in an
Executive order about 3 weeks ago, the
veterans whistleblower protection act,
a reality and codifies it into law. Sec-
ond, it removes many of the bureau-
cratic hurdles currently in place, mak-
ing it easier for the VA Secretary to
remove employees of all departments
in the VA who are found guilty of
wrongdoing or misconduct, and I un-
derscore found guilty of wrongdoing or
misconduct.

The bill shortens the removal process
for employees of the VA and ensures an
individual appealing removal from the
VA is not kept on VA’s payroll indefi-
nitely while they appeal. The Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Account-
ability and Whistleblower Protection
Act also prohibits the VA from award-
ing bonuses to employees found guilty
of misconduct. The bill would remove
the bureaucratic Merit System Protec-
tion Board from appeals by the senior
management—top management—of the
Veterans’ Administration.

The Department of Veterans Affairs
Accountability and Whistleblower Pro-
tection Act establishes the Office of
Accountability and Whistleblower Pro-
tection to make it permanent in the
United States of America.

In essence, and very simply, this bill
ensures and codifies into law the ac-
countability of this agency and its op-
eration to the American people and to
the veterans of the United States of
America for all they have done for each
and every one of us.

It is very important to appreciate
that this does not come to us by some
Senator or some Representative com-
ing up with a bunch of crazy ideas at
the last minute. This is a response to
what we have seen happen over and
over again over the past few years.
Most, if not all, of the employees in the
Veterans’ Administration are hard-
working, dedicated, committed individ-
uals, but there have been, from time to
time, questions that have arisen about
the handling of certain situations: the
situation that took place in Phoenix,
AZ, in terms of appointments; the rash
number of suicides and mishandling of
pharmaceuticals in the Atlanta office
of Clairmont, near where I am in my
office in Atlanta, GA; the situation of
transfers in Philadelphia, PA, where
people were transferred rather than
disciplined and were paid their moving
expenses and cost-of-living adjust-
ments upward—all to get rid of some-
body in one office but move them to
another, instead of handling them in
the way in which they should have
been, which holds them accountable,
rather than making sure they work
somewhere else. We took instances
where people themselves were breaking
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the law and violating the law, and we
are now holding them accountable be-
cause of what is written into the VA
accountability and whistleblower act.

Simply put, we have taken the worst
performance, in isolated cases in the
past few years, and did what was right.
We have corrected it where it needed to
be corrected, we have eliminated it
where it needed to be eliminated, and
we have given the authority to the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs and employ-
ees under the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs to discipline people who work for
them and hold them accountable for
doing the wrong thing and encourage
them to do the right thing.

I reiterate, though, that we are not
singling out an agency which has a
large number of people who are not
performing. We are singling out an
agency which has had some situations
where a few employees have done some
egregious things that need to be ad-
dressed. They were addressed but
couldn’t be addressed under the current
status of the law, which now will be
able to be addressed under the status of
the new law and held accountable for
their actions.

Nothing happens when one person
does it. Everything happens when peo-
ple come together as a team. It has
been a pleasure for me to have a great
teammate in this effort; that is, JON
TESTER from Montana. I have been on
the committee 12 years, and I think
JON has been on the committee 8 or 9
years.

You are on the Veterans’ Affairs
Committee, first of all, because you
want to be on it. It is what we refer to
as a B committee, which means it is a
second tier. A lot of times it is a fill-in
committee for Members of the Senate
or the House, but for me and for JON, it
is our principal and primary responsi-
bility. We know to whom we owe every-
thing, and that is our veterans to
whom we owe everything.

JON TESTER has been a great team-
mate. He has been great to work with.
He has helped us get through some
times of difficulty and some good times
of common understanding and settle-
ment, and I appreciate that very much.

I want JON to tell me what the people
of Montana are telling him about our
Veterans’ Administration and the need
for stronger accountability in the VA
of Montana. Tell us what they are say-
ing in Montana, JON.

Mr. TESTER. I thank Chairman
ISAKSON.

Before I answer the question, I want
to echo and say thank you very much
for your leadership on this committee.
It has been great to work with you.
You have a reputation of being a man
of honesty, integrity, and fair dealing,
and you have once again lived up to
that reputation. I could not ask for a
better chairman of the Senate Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee than you. I
very much appreciate the work you
have done on this bill.

I, too, want to thank Senators RUBIO,
MORAN, SHAHEEN, BLUMENTHAL, ANGUS
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KING, DONNELLY, BALDWIN, and
DUCKWORTH. There are a number of
folks on both sides of the aisle who
have stepped up—some on the com-
mittee, some off the committee—who
have done such a great job making sure
we ended up here today.

Chairman ISAKSON knows this. We
got a bill over from the House, we sat
down together, and we negotiated. We
gave and took and massaged the bill.
We ended up with a bill that probably
JOHNNY would not have written and
probably I wouldn’t have written, but
it is a bill that is going to work, and it
is going to give the VA what they need
to hold people accountable.

I also echo what JOHNNY said. Vet-
erans across this country are very
happy with the care they get at the
VA, and it is because of the great peo-
ple on the ground within the VA, but
every once in a while we get a bad
apple, and the VA needs to be able to
remove that bad apple because that bad
apple reflects poorly on everybody
within the VA. So this bill is about
making sure the VA has the tool it
needs to hold itself accountable and
hold itself accountable to the veterans.

What I hear from the folks in Mon-
tana is: How come it took so long?

We have been at this for a while, and
I hope it is worth the wait. I think we
have a good bill here. I think we have
a bill that really holds folks account-
able while protecting workers’ rights
moving forward.

The VA is a different kind of animal
than any other agency. We owe it to
the people who put it on the line for
this country. When things don’t go just
right, we have a problem, and we have
a problem that needs to be fixed and
not fixed yesterday—fixed today. These
folks have given their all to this coun-
try, and they have earned these
healthcare benefits. We need to make
sure that when they need them, they
have them and there aren’t any mis-
takes made.

What I also hear from veterans in
Montana, other than it took so long, is:
How can we rebuild the VA to make it
all it can be? I think this bill is going
to help with that, too, by making sure
we have the best of the best there, by
making sure we have training for our
hospital administrators and being able
to hire hospital administrators—that is
part of this bill, too—while holding the
VA accountable when folks screw up in
areas of misconduct.

So there is a bunch in this bill. I
think this bill will fit the needs, not
only of veterans in a rural or frontier
State like Montana but in more popu-
lated areas like Atlanta, GA. I think it
gives the Secretary of the VA the tools
at his disposal to be able to make the
VA as strong as it can possibly be.

I will say that this bill would not
have happened without the good work
of JOHNNY and his staff and my staff
coming together and getting stuff
done. I think this is one of the days in
the Senate where we can look back and



S3268

say that folks came together as Demo-
crats and Republicans and did the right
thing for the veterans of this country.

JOHNNY, I am curious to know from
you what kind of stuff you are hearing
in Georgia about this bill and bringing
accountability to the VA.

Mr. ISAKSON. Senator TESTER, like
you, I get my best information at the
Legion, the IAVA, and from folks
around my State. I am a member of the
American Legion post at Loganville,
GA, and go every once in a while to the
bar and get a drink just to find out
what is going on. I find out more there
in an hour socializing than I find out
by reading every newspaper in the
United States of America.

Let me tell you what some of the or-
ganizations are saying—because these
veterans service organizations are the
voice of the American people who
served in our military, and they are
the people who communicate to us in
committee.

The VFW wants the Secretary to
weed out misperformers and especially
the criminals, regardless of whether
the crime was committed on or off
duty.

The VFW wants a bill passed because
maintaining the status quo does not
work for those who have borne the bat-
tle and borne the fight.

They want to make sure the VA
holds their employees to the standards
the veterans of America feel they have
committed themselves to as veterans
serving in our military.

The American Legion applauds the
bipartisan effort to provide Secretary
Shulkin the additional tools to in-
crease accountability and address poor
performance within the Department of
Veterans Affairs.

I underscore this, because in the bill
JON and I ensure we motivate manage-
ment to understand it is their job to
seek out nonperformance and correct it
before it runs amuck. So this bill
incentivizes management of the Vet-
erans’ Administration to find those
employees who are not performing well
and turn them around and reward those
employees who are turned around to be
an example they set for all the rest of
the employees.

The Department of Veterans Affairs
Accountability and Whistleblower Pro-
tection Act will give Secretary
Shulkin the authority he needs to hold
Department employees responsible for
their actions. “We strongly agree with
the Senate to take the bill imme-
diately and pass it,” said Dan Caldwell
of Concerned Veterans of America.

So, once and for all, all around our
State our VSO organizations are get-
ting a response to the questions they
have asked of all of us, and that is
what this bill does.

There is misinformation out there.
There are rumors flying around in
Montana, some flying around in Geor-
gia. Can the Senator help clear up
some of the errors?

Mr. TESTER. There is a lot of misin-
formation about this bill. I will tell
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you what this bill does not do. It does
not trample on workers’ rights. This
bill maintains bargaining rights of
union workers at the VA. One of the
problems we had with the House-passed
bill was it did away with the ability of
members to use the bargaining process.
This does not. It maintains it. It does
not gut due process protections. It
keeps all the existing due process pro-
tections under current law. Unlike the
House bill, it doesn’t shorten or elimi-
nate the appeals process for employees
who are fired. Moreover, we provide a
judicial review to employees who are
directed to repay a bonus and other
protection. Finally, this bill does not
allow VA supervisors to get away with
firing anyone who just challenges
them. Evidence is still required in
order to take action, and that evidence
must go through general counsel for re-
view before an action is proposed.

This is all critically important, as we
go forth, to give accountability and yet
be able to protect the rights of the
workers who are doing the job. I think
we found the sweet spot there.

More important than anything else
in this bill—and it does a lot of
things—it is really about a culture of
accountability at the VA.

Can the Senator tell us here in the
Senate what else this bill does for vet-
erans?

Mr. ISAKSON. I want to talk about
the culture the Senator just men-
tioned. He is exactly right. The main
thing the American people are going to
see from the Veterans’ Administration
now is a culture throughout that orga-
nization of excellence to serve the vet-
erans the way they should be served.
And where there might be an isolated
problem, make sure it is sought out,
rooted out, and corrected within the
agency. Our veterans deserve the high-
est quality care.

Secretary Shulkin has asked for
more authority to hold accountable
those who are not meeting standards.
He wants to recognize those who have
not only met but exceeded standards as
well.

This bill gives VA the authority to
expedite the removal of a bad em-
ployee, but it doesn’t motivate them to
get rid of people, it gives them the pa-
rameters by which people should be
dealt with if, in fact, they are behaving
poorly. It shortens the process for re-
moving an employee to 15 days. That
doesn’t mean you act recklessly or
quickly, it means you act expeditiously
to see to it that if you have a problem,
it is addressed quickly for the benefit
of all the agencies.

It removes the Merit Systems Pro-
tection Board from the appeal process
for senior executives. There is some
bad talk out there about removing the
Merit Systems Protection Board for all
employees. It doesn’t do that at all.
But the most senior employees of the
Veterans’ Administration deserve to be
held accountable without lots of hoops
you have to go through before ever get-
ting to them. So by taking the Merit
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Systems Protection Board away from
those senior executives, you are hold-
ing them totally accountable in the
bright light of day for their own ac-
tions, without some hoop to go through
for the agency trying to remove them.

It prohibits bonuses and relocation
expenses for employees guilty of
wrongdoing. I mentioned this in my
earlier remarks, and I will reiterate.
This deals with things like what hap-
pened in Pennsylvania, where two em-
ployees were reassigned for a dis-
cipline, yet they were given bonuses
and cost-of-living adjustments in their
pay upward for doing something wrong.
That sends exactly the wrong signal to
any employee in the Veterans’ Admin-
istration.

For anyone doing a good job, it pats
them on the back and lets them know
they can do an even better job.

It expedites the hiring of VA medical
center directors, which is absolutely
critical. We have far too many people
in the VA healthcare system today who
are acting. They are acting director or
acting assistant. We don’t need any
more ‘‘acting’’ in the Veterans’ Admin-
istration; we need performance.

That is what this bill ends up being
about—the performance of delivery of
quality healthcare to our veterans, re-
warding those employees who are doing
a good job, encouraging those who
aren’t to do a better job, and seeing all
American veterans get the services
they deserve to get.

The need for this bill does not come
out of thin air. I say to Senator
TESTER, can you tell me why the VA
and veterans need this legislation to
strengthen accountability at the VA?

Mr. TESTER. I sure can. I talked pre-
viously about this. It has been a while.
It has been 3 years. We talked about
this accountability issue a lot in the
Veterans’ Affairs Committee and here
on the floor. I think the context is im-
portant for folks who do make the
claim that there is no need for this par-
ticular bill, that we are simply playing
politics. That couldn’t be further from
the truth.

If you remember, back in August of
2014, in response to systemic failures in
the Veterans Health Administration,
the Senate overwhelmingly passed the
Veterans Access, Choice, and Account-
ability Act of 2014. We were both mem-
bers of the committee back then. We
both helped draft that bill. It passed by
a vote 91 to 3. As my colleagues on the
Veterans’ Affairs Committee are well
aware, the bill included a provision to
hold senior executives of the VA more
accountable. That provision was in re-
sponse to multiple reports from both
the Obama administration and an inde-
pendent VA inspector general docu-
menting the need to bring greater ac-
countability to the VA.

While much of the attention has been
focused on senior-level employees, hos-
pital administrators, and the like,
there are employees across the system
who need to be effectively held ac-
countable for misconduct and inappro-
priate behavior. Last Congress, the
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Senate Veterans’ Affairs Committee
reported bipartisan legislation that
would give the VA greater authority to
improve accountability for all employ-
ees. Unfortunately, we never got floor
time for that bill.

This Congress, the House passed a VA
accountability bill that, at least in my
view, needed some fixing. I appreciate
that my Republican colleagues worked
closely with us—with me—on these
changes, and we got to this point
today.

But make no mistake about it—vet-
erans in Montana and all the major
veterans service organizations support
giving the VA the authority to expe-
dite disciplining and firing bad employ-
ees. Let me say that one more time.
Every major veteran service organiza-
tion supports giving the VA the au-
thority to expedite disciplining or fir-
ing bad employees. The President and
the VA Secretaries—both McDonald
and Shulkin—have asked for this au-
thority. Former VA Secretary McDon-
ald repeatedly asked Congress to give
him the tools he needed to hold em-
ployees accountable. Secretary
Shulkin has followed and done the
same. So we have this bill up today.

I would like to end where I started,
and that is by thanking Chairman
ISAKSON for his leadership and his will-
ingness to work together in a bipar-
tisan way to reach a compromise and
make ‘‘collaboration” a good word
again, to get to a point where we can
get a bill, as the TAVA said, that can
pass and that can pass the Senate and
that hopefully will pass the Senate
within the next few hours.

I thank Chairman ISAKSON.

Mr. ISAKSON. I thank Senator
TESTER.

I started my remarks a few minutes
ago by saying that this will be the 73rd
anniversary of D-day. Nobody who
charged Omaha Beach or climbed those
cliffs in Normandy had second
thoughts about what they were doing
or asked questions about their leader-
ship or tolerated anything but the best
they could out of themselves. Because
of that, they won.

Today, our veterans are winning. Our
committee—the Senate is going to pass
in I think a unanimous or near-unani-
mous fashion a piece of legislation that
is a byproduct of a good bipartisan ef-
fort to see to it that we correct the
problems of the past, give the Sec-
retary of the VA the ability to do it in
the future, and if he or she doesn’t do
it, it gives us the ability to change
them so they are held accountable as
well.

It has been a pleasure to work with
you and a privilege to work for our vet-
erans.

On this special day, we honor those
who served America 73 years ago by the
beginning of the end of World War II,
thank them for their service, and
thank all veterans who provide service
to the people of the United States of
America.

I want to end by noting that we have
32 sponsors of this legislation, which is
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almost exactly one-third of the Senate,
Republican and Democrat alike. That
sends the proper signal that this is the
right bill at the right time for the
right people—veterans of the United
States of America.

I yield back.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
HOEVEN). The Senator from Ohio.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I want
to start by commending my colleagues
from Georgia and Montana for their
compassion and care for our veterans
and specifically for their continued ef-
forts to ensure we have accountability
at the VA. They worked hard on this
legislation. I hope the Senate moves
expeditiously to vote for it and to help
our veterans to be able to have the
kind of responsibility and account-
ability they deserve.

REMEMBERING LES SPAETH

Mr. President, I also rise today to
talk about veterans. I am going to
focus on World War II veterans.

Last Monday was Memorial Day. I
was in Mason, OH. I was in Warren
County, OH. My mom grew up there,
and my family still has a lot of ties
there. I was there at a ceremony for
the veterans memorial, one of the most
beautiful memorials in the State of
Ohio. I happened to be there about 15
years ago when it was first began, and
it was great to be back. At the cere-
mony, I got to see a World War II
buddy of mine. His name is Les Spaeth.
He is also a good friend of my father’s
and grandfather’s. As always, seeing
him brought back great memories, and
I was able to speak about him during
my remarks.

Two days later—a few days ago—we
got word that Les Spaeth died at age
92. I want to take a moment to pay
tribute to this man who gave so much
to his country and to his community.

Les was a marine corporal during
World War II. He signed up after grad-
uating from Mason High School in 1942.
He served in the Pacific, including the
occupation of Japan after the war,
helping that country make a difficult
transition to democracy. Thanks in
large part to American soldiers like
him, by the way, the transition
worked. Japan has become one of our
greatest allies.

Les came back to Mason, OH, and
started a small business called Spaeth
Brothers Cleaners. He had that opti-
mism so many of the World War II gen-
eration had. He had the courage to
take a risk and help build jobs and help
the economy of his hometown. My dad
did the same thing after World War II.

Les was a businessman, but he was
also a public servant for more than half
a century. He served six terms as War-
ren County auditor. He served on the
Board of Elections for 25 years. He
chaired the Warren County Republican
Party for 17 years.

He was very active in the community
in so many other ways too. He was one
of the very first volunteer firefighters
in Mason, OH, starting way back in
1948. He was elder at his church, Herit-
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age Presbyterian, where his service
will be held. For 70 years, he was a
freemason and member of the Amer-
ican Legion. He helped set up the
American Legion Buckeye Boys Pro-
gram, a great program where they are
teaching young men about State, local,
and Federal government and values
and leadership. His whole life was cen-
tered around his community—through
the family business, through military
service, through elected office, and
through volunteerism.

In 2009, Mason High School started
having a distinguished alumni gradua-
tion speaker every year. For all the
reasons I talked about a moment ago, a
few years ago, in 2013, I wrote a letter
and recommended that they honor Les
Spaeth. They agreed with me. That
spring of 2013, it was time to receive
his award. He gave a beautiful speech.
He talked about his love for this coun-
try and counting our blessings as
Americans. He received a standing ova-
tion from the graduating class. I know
that meant a lot to him. That ovation
shows the respect and esteem people in
Warren County have for Les Spaeth
across generations.

On behalf of Ohio, I want to express
my condolences to the family of Les
Spaeth. I also want to thank them for
sharing Les with the rest of us in Ohio
for these past 92 years. He was a dedi-
cated servant to the people of Warren
County, an American hero for his mili-
tary service, and a good friend to so
many.

73RD ANNIVERSARY OF D-DAY

As was noted, as we talk about World
War II, today is also the 73rd anniver-
sary of D-day. As Chairman ISAKSON
just said, it was really the beginning of
the end of that war. And 73 years ago
this morning, Les Spaeth was in the-
ater in the Pacific, as I said, risking
his life for all of us. But in Europe on
that same morning, the largest am-
phibious invasion in the history of the
world was taking place. Men as young
as 18 years old were crossing the chan-
nel, carrying packs weighing 80 pounds.
More than 160,000 Allied soldiers—
mostly Americans—and more than
5,000 ships backed by more than 10,000
aircraft were fighting to liberate Eu-
rope from Hitler. The outcome was far
from certain. The Nagzis had spent 2
years fortifying the coast to prepare
for this moment. It was Hitler’s so-
called Atlantic Wall. The beautiful
coastline of France was covered in
barbed wire, land mines, and bunkers.

A little more than a month before D-
day, by the way, the Allies had con-
ducted a trial run. They practiced on
beaches in western England that were
most like those of Normandy. The
practice run was a disaster. In fact,
Germans spotted the Allied ships and
attacked them. Hundreds of American
troops died in that practice session.

COL George Taylor told his troops as
they were about to land on Normandy:
“Only two kinds of men are going to be
on this beach—the dead, and those
about to die. So get moving.’”” This was
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tough stuff. They had an enormous
task, and the stakes could not have
been higher.

Erwin Rommel—and Rommel was
leading the Nazi defense at that time—
said at that time: ‘“The fate of Ger-
many depends on . . . the first 24 hours
of this invasion.” He was right.

Well-known historian Douglas
Brinkley said that D-day was ‘‘the sin-
gle most important moment in the 20th
Century.” It was one of the bloodiest
too. It was the beginning of the end of
the most difficult war in human his-
tory, and the lives of millions of people
depended on the outcome.

They depended on the success of
brave, young Americans like Eugene
Lyons of University Heights, OH. Eu-
gene was a medic. His ship hit a mine
in the English Channel and sank off the
coast. He swam to shore while German
planes shot at him, missing him by a
matter of inches. Or the Napier broth-
ers of Warren County, like Les Spaeth.
Five brothers all served during World
War II. Two of them were there on the
beaches that day; one died. Or Jim
“Pee Wee”’ Martin from Dayton, OH,
who served in the 506th Parachute In-
fantry Regiment and parachuted be-
hind German lines before dawn that
day. Jim received both the Purple
Heart and the Bronze Star for his serv-
ice that day. Or Sigmund Czelusniak of
North Royalton, OH, who was wounded
by a mortar shell on Omaha Beach.
Sigmund later said, as he lay wounded:
“In my heart, I didn’t think I'd ever
come back.”

More than 10,000 Allied troops did not
come back.

While those brave men and hundreds
of thousands of others were fighting,
President Franklin D. Roosevelt took
to the airwaves, as you would expect a
President to do. As you know, he was
known for what were called fireside
chats. These were informal speeches he
would give to the Nation during dif-
ficult times. But on that day, he did
something very different. Instead of
giving a speech, he was called to lead
the Nation in prayer. This prayer
brought our country together. It
strengthened our resolve. It comforted
us at a very difficult and frightening
time for our country, and it briefly en-
capsulated, as you will hear in a sec-
ond, what our purpose was—not just in
World War II but what our purpose was
as Americans. He made an indelible
mark on our history.

Three years ago, after the 70th anni-
versary of D-day, then-President
Obama signed into law legislation that
I had authored to add the words of this
famous prayer to the World War II Me-
morial in Washington, DC. Since then,
the site for the plaque has been ap-
proved. The architect is continuing to
work with the National Park Service
on the design. I have been told that the
Park Service intends to present the de-
sign options to the Commission of Fine
Arts and the National Capital Planning
Commission during their meetings this
summer. Construction could begin as
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soon as December and be completed by
next June.

Frankly, I am discouraged this has
taken so long because this prayer be-
longs on the World War II Memorial,
and Congress has said so. I urge the
Park Service to move as expeditiously
as possible to complete this project, to
bring those words to so many veterans
and others who visit that beautiful me-
morial.

As has been my tradition since the
time we were trying to get that legisla-
tion passed, I would like to read the
words President Roosevelt spoke on D-
day 73 years ago.

He started by saying:

My fellow Americans: Last night, when I
spoke with you . . . I knew at that moment
that troops of the United States and our al-
lies were crossing the Channel in another
and greater operation. It has come to pass
with great success thus far. And so, in this
poignant hour, I ask you to join with me in
prayer.

This was his prayer:

Almighty God: Our sons, pride of our na-
tion, this day have set upon a mighty en-
deavor, a struggle to preserve our Republic,
our religion, and our civilization, and to set
free a suffering humanity. Lead them
straight and true; give strength to their
arms, stoutness to their hearts, steadfast-
ness in their faith.

They will need Thy blessings. Their road
will be long and hard. For the enemy is
strong. He may hurl back our forces. Success
may not come with rushing speed, but we
shall return again and again; and we know
by Thy grace and by the righteousness of our
cause our sons will triumph. They will be
sore tried, by night and by day, without
rest—until the victory is won. The darkness
will be rent by noise and flame. Men’s souls
will be shaken with the violences of war.

For these men are lately drawn from the
ways of peace. They fight not for the lust of
conquest. They fight to end conquest. They
fight to liberate. They fight to let justice
arise, and tolerance and goodwill among all
Thy people. They yearn but for the end of
battle, for their return to the haven of home.

Some will never return. Embrace these,
Father, and receive them, Thy heroic serv-
ants, into Thy kingdom.

And for those of us at home—fathers,
mothers, children, wives, sisters, and broth-
ers of brave men overseas, whose thoughts
and prayers are ever with them—help us, Al-
mighty God, to rededicate ourselves in re-
newed faith in Thee in this hour of great sac-
rifice.

Many people have urged that I call the na-
tion into a single day of special prayer. But
because the road is long and the desire is
great, I ask that our people devote them-
selves in a continuance of prayer. As we rise
to each new day, and again when each day is
spent, let words of prayer be on our lips, in-
voking Thy help to our efforts.

Give us strength, too—strength in our
daily tasks, to redouble the contributions we
make in the physical and material support of
our armed forces.

And let our hearts be stout, to wait out the
long travail, to bear sorrows that may come,
to impart our courage unto our sons
wheresoever they may be.

And, O Lord, give us faith. Give us faith in
Thee; faith in our sons; faith in each other;
faith in our united crusade. Let not the
keenness of our spirit ever be dulled. Let not
the impacts of temporary events, of tem-
poral matters of but fleeting moment—let
not these deter us in our unconquerable pur-
pose.
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With Thy blessing, we shall prevail over
the unholy forces of our enemy. Help us to
conquer the apostles of greed and racial arro-
gances. Lead us to the saving of our country,
and with our sister nations into a world
unity that will spell a sure peace—a peace
invulnerable to the schemings of unworthy
men. And a peace that will let all men live
in freedom, reaping the just rewards of their
honest toil.

Thy will be done, Almighty God. Amen.

Those were the words he spoke and
the words that will soon be inscribed
on the World War IT monument.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.

PARIS AGREEMENT

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I come
to the floor today to speak about the
administration’s decision to withdraw
from the Paris climate agreement.

In 1992, under President George H.W.
Bush, the Senate unanimously ap-
proved a treaty to allow the United
States to join the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate
Change. Since then, we have been en-
gaged in a global conversation with na-
tions around the world to tackle the
challenges of climate change and en-
sure that we leave future generations a
planet that is not plagued by cata-
strophic drought, famine, floods, wild-
fire, and a rising sea level.

After years of intense negotiation,
the world finally reached an inter-
national agreement that resulted in a
global commitment, and 195 countries
from around the world, except for 2,
came together. Nicaragua abstained;
they wanted a stronger agreement.
Syria was another country that
stepped aside and didn’t take part, for
obvious reasons. Representing more
than 90 percent of global greenhouse
gas emissions, these 195 countries com-
mitted to reducing their carbon emis-
sions to prevent the average global
temperature from rising by more than
2 degrees.

I cannot fathom why any President
of either political party would want to
isolate the United States from the rest
of the world, from our allies and trad-
ing partners, by leaving this agree-
ment.

President Trump justified this deci-
sion with concern for American jobs
and American business. Yet, since the
election, American business leaders
have called him on the phone, sent a
barrage of public letters, and paid for
full-page ads in newspapers, trying to
get the message through to him in any
way possible that American business
strongly supports the Paris Agreement,
which President Trump has walked
away from.

Tech companies and retailers, insur-
ance companies, and even energy com-
panies, such as ExxonMobil and BP,
support global engagement on climate.
In fact, the World Economic Forum es-
timated that the Paris Agreement rep-
resents a $23 trillion investment poten-
tial due to the growing demand in
every corner of the world for clean en-
ergy. Between consumers who want
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clean energy and local regulations that
require it, the demand for clean energy
will continue to grow here in the
United States and around the world.

While pulling out of the Paris Agree-
ment might seem like a way to protect
jobs, for example, in the coal industry,
the truth is that when these jobs do go
away, it is mostly due to other things:
market forces and automation.

I have been down in the coal mines of
Southern Illinois, Central Illinois. I
have seen the way they mine coal
today. For those who have not been
there and paid close attention, it may
come as a surprise. It is largely auto-
mated. Massive machinery, known as
continuous miners, literally chew away
at the walls of coal, transporting it
back up to the surface for transport.

Back in the day, hundreds, if not
thousands, of coal miners would head
for their jobs with little more than a
pick or an ax or a shovel or some drill.
Today, it is an automated industry,
and fewer jobs are creating more and
more coal opportunities because auto-
mation is a big part.

In addition, there is a change in the
global energy market. Because of
fracking in States like North Dakota
and South Dakota, we have seen an in-
crease in the availability of natural gas
at lower prices. Last year, for the first
time in modern history, we had more
electricity generated in 1 month in
America from natural gas sources than
from coal sources.

We have turned a corner when it
comes to the availability of alter-
natives in energy. Between consumers
who want access to clean energy and
local regulations that require it, clean
energy is going to continue to grow in
demand.

Meanwhile, even in my own home
State of Illinois, which is the fourth
largest coal-producing State in the Na-
tion, we already have thousands more
workers in the solar industry than in
the coal industry.

Clean energy jobs are growing. Re-
maining engaged on climate change
spurs new investment and strengthens
American competitiveness for jobs in
the future. These jobs include design-
ing more efficient solar panels, wind
turbines, batteries, and manufacturing
the components for export all over the
world. Why should other nations get to
lead this growing industry of clean en-
ergy and the United States step away?
We can create those jobs right here in
America—American jobs for American
workers in clean energy opportunities.
We should lead the world in the cre-
ation of clean energy jobs.

This decision by the Trump adminis-
tration to turn its back on this revolu-
tion in energy is going to cost us dear-
ly. When the coal jobs do decline, we
have responsibilities to retrain the
workers for clean energy jobs and other
opportunities in the future. The Paris
Agreement ensured that we have credi-
bility as leaders, access to global mar-
kets, and reduced financial risk for our
citizens and businesses associated with
changing climate.
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By walking away from the agree-
ment, America is not just giving up an
environmental commitment, but it is
giving up economic opportunity. We
have given away our leadership, iso-
lated ourselves from the rest of the
world. They are not going to wait for
us; they are going to move forward and
look for other leaders than the United
States. This President talked about
making America first. His decision to
walk away from the Paris Agreement
puts America dead last when it comes
to energy in the 21st century.

Climate change is a dire threat to the
global economy and global stability. It
will cause catastrophic consequences
for global health, food security, and
habitat on land and in the ocean. My
constituents in Illinois are already ex-
periencing the adverse effects of chang-
ing climate.

In recent years, our State—and, I
might add, many others—has seen his-
toric storms, floods, and droughts,
causing millions of dollars in damage.
Climate models suggest that if current
global warming trends continue, Illi-
nois will have a climate similar to the
Texas gulf coast by the end of this cen-
tury. For Illinois farmers, these
changes to the environment have a di-
rect effect on their livelihood and for
all of us, a direct impact on our food
supply.

Climate change also has significant
national security implications that af-
fect our shores—ones we simply can’t
ignore. The crisis in Syria, the flow of
refugees from unstable parts of the
world, is an early warning of the link
to climate change and how humani-
tarian crises, particularly from less
stable parts of our shared planet, are
going to get worse if we continue to let
climate change go unaddressed.

Back in 2011, when pro-democracy
protests began in Syria, many of those
joining were displaced farmers who had
suffered 4 years of drought, made worse
by the effects of climate change. The
National Academy of Sciences pub-
lished findings earlier this year show-
ing that extreme drought in Syria be-
tween 2006 and 2009 was more likely due
to climate change and that the drought
was a factor in the uprisings in 2011.

Last year, Pulitzer Prize-winning
New York Times columnist Tom Fried-
man wrote about massive migration
out of parts of West Africa through the
Sahara Desert to Libya, where people
were hoping to eventually cross the
dangerous trek across the Mediterra-
nean Sea to Europe. He wrote: ‘“‘Just as
Syria’s revolution was set off in part
by the worst four-year drought in the
country’s modern history—plus over-
population, climate stresses and the
Internet—the same is true of this Afri-
can migration wave.”

Former CIA Acting Director Mike
Morell recently called President
Trump’s decision to pull the United
States from the Paris climate agree-
ment the worst decision made by this
President so far.

Mr. Morell pointed out that pulling
out not only cedes American leadership
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in the world, but it harms our own na-
tional security by ignoring the impact
of climate change on failed and fragile
states that are homes to instability
and violence. He further noted that we
face three possible threats to our exist-
ence: nuclear war, a natural or man-
made biological threat, or climate
change. President Trump’s dangerous
decision, if not reversed, will con-
tribute to that threat.

Anyone in this Chamber claiming to
be serious about national security sim-
ply cannot be credible without address-
ing the long-term threats posed by
weak states and climate change in the
decades to come.

It is amazing to me that people
around the world have come together
to recognize the danger and the urgent
need to act on climate change every-
where in the world except right here in
the United States of America.

I don’t understand the other political
party. I can remember a time when we
would have a debate on climate change
on the floor. We would be talking about
the Environmental Protection Agency,
created by a Republican President,
Richard Nixon, and we would have Sen-
ators from both sides of the aisle ac-
tively debating climate change, real-
izing that it is a threat to our future.
Those days have changed.

Any debate now about environment
is strictly one-sided. Was the science
changed when it comes to global warm-
ing and climate change? Not at all.
Ninety-eight percent of scientists agree
that we have global warming, and the
reasons for it relate directly to green-
house gas emissions.

So what has changed? Why isn’t this
a bipartisan debate anymore? The poli-
tics have changed. They have changed
dramatically with the way we finance
political campaigns in this country.
Groups have emerged—one in par-
ticular, the Koch brothers, who have
made their fortune in carbon industries
and who have promised any Republican
who steps out of line on climate change
this: You are in for a fight; you are
going to face a primary. Don’t you dare
stand up and talk about climate
change here on the floor of the Senate.

That is where we are today. We have
come to a standstill, and now we have
a President who has decided to walk
away from this issue. This President
has chosen politics over science and
greed over responsibility. His decision
is a fateful decision for our children,
our grandchildren, and generations to
come.

There may be some momentary ap-
plause in some places because Presi-
dent Trump has walked away from this
global agreement to deal with this
global challenge, but I could tell you
the cheers are short-lived. When we see
the price that we are going to pay—and
that our kids will pay—for this gross
irresponsibility, there will not be a lot
of cheering.

I have said this on the floor before,
and I will say it again because I am
waiting for someone on the other side
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to come to challenge me: The Repub-
lican Party of the United States of
America is the only major political
party in the world today that refuses
to take climate change seriously. I
have said that over and over, and I ex-
pect Senators from the Republican side
to come to the floor and say: That is
not true; we take it seriously. But they
don’t. Or I expect them to come to the
floor and say: No, there is another
major political party that also denies
climate change.

One Republican Senator, after I said
this on the floor repeatedly, pulled me
off to the side in the corridor, looked
around, and whispered: There is a party
in Australia that also doesn’t believe
in climate change.

You think to yourself: So it has come
to that. We have isolated ourselves in
the eyes of the world when it comes to
protecting this world for generations
to come. We are going to pay a heavy
price for that, but the biggest price is
going to be paid by future generations.

Can we make a little sacrifice today,
drive more energy-efficient cars and
trucks, and think about ways to heat
our homes and to light up our rooms
that don’t consume so much energy?
Well, of course, we can. We have al-
ready done it, and we can do so much
more. Walking away from the Paris
Agreement is not the path that should
lead America into the 21st century.

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION

Mr. President, earlier today, Major-
ity Leader MCCONNELL came to the
Senate floor to, once again, be critical
of the Affordable Care Act, a law that
has resulted in more than 20 million
Americans gaining health insurance.
The law has lowered the uninsured rate
to the lowest in American history. This
law has put an end to insurance dis-
crimination based on preexisting con-
ditions or gender. It is a law that has
made sure that Americans suffering
from mental health or substance abuse
addiction can get treatment. It is a law
that extended the solvency of Medicare
by a decade and decreased prescription
drug costs for seniors by more than
$1,000 for each senior in America. It is
a law that has helped to reduce—cut in
half—the number of bankruptcies filed
in America because so many were the
result of medical bills that people just
couldn’t pay. I was proud to vote for
this law.

Is it perfect? Of course not. Can it be
improved and strengthened? Yes, it
should be. Improvements can be made
the same way we have made improve-
ments in Medicare, Social Security,
and in so many other programs over
the years, but not by repealing Social
Security, not by repealing Medicare
but by sitting down on a bipartisan
basis to try to find a way to make sure
that we don’t deny health insurance
coverage to 23 million people in Amer-
ica because of the repeal of the Afford-
able Care Act and to find a way not to
raise costs on older Americans, which
the bill that passed the House of Rep-
resentatives would do, and to find a
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way to make this law better for people
living in rural America.

My hometown is in downstate Illi-
nois. I, as a Congressman and Senator,
have represented a lot of small towns
in sparsely populated counties. They
value many things. They sure value
their schools, their basketball teams
and football teams. I will tell you what
they value as much, if not more, than
anything else—their local hospital.

The local hospital makes such a dif-
ference in smalltown America. It is not
only a lifesaver—it saves you from
driving another 50 or 100 miles for qual-
ity care—but it is also a source of great
employment. Probably the best paying
jobs in town are at the local hospital.
If you want to keep a business or at-
tract one, a local hospital is a good
selling point.

Do you know what the bill that
passed the House of Representatives
will do to the rural and smalltown hos-
pitals in I1linois?

Don’t take my word for it. Ask the I1-
linois Health and Hospital Association.
They anticipate losing 60,000 jobs in I1-
linois because of the healthcare repeal
bill that passed the House of Rep-
resentatives, and they know that many
hospitals downstate and many in the
inner city are going to be forced to cut
back in services, if not close, as a re-
sult of it.

What can we do to make this a better
bill, to make the Affordable Care Act
work more effectively? Let me give
you a couple of ideas. First, we don’t
have anything in the law today that
deals with prescription drug prices. We
are at the mercy of people—pharma-
ceutical companies, investment bank-
ers, and others—who come and control
these pharmaceutical patents. They
can literally raise the cost of these
drugs beyond the reach of many fami-
lies.

I had a young man come see me. He
is in high school. He has been fighting
diabetes since he was a little boy. He
and his mother talked about the dra-
matic increase in the cost of insulin
that he has faced over the last several
years. Insulin has been around a long
time. This is not a new wonder drug. It
is a critical, lifesaving drug, but the
prices and costs of insulin are going
through the roof, and there is no way
under current law for us to deal with
it. Should we take that up? Of course,
we should.

Blue Cross Blue Shield in Illinois told
me recently that they spent more
money last year on pharmaceutical
costs than they did on inpatient hos-
pital care, and the costs continue to go
up. We need good, lifesaving drugs. We
need to reward the companies that find
them with a profit. But as to those who
want to gouge prices and take advan-
tage of people of modest income or
folks who don’t have insurance, there
has to be a way to answer that and to
deal with it honestly.

Yesterday, I went with eight other
Senators up to the National Institutes
of Health. It is out in Bethesda, MD. It
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is the premier medical research facility
in the world. We are lucky to have it
right here in the United States.

Time and again they told us about
breakthrough drugs that were making
a big difference that started with re-
search at the National Institutes of
Health. I asked at one point: Is it too
much to ask the pharmaceutical com-
panies that take your basic research
idea and turn it into a profitable prod-
uct to give some of those profits back
to the NIH to continue their research?
They said: We have tried to do it, but
the pharmaceutical companies walk
away. They don’t want to give us a
penny for our future research.

Well, that is wrong. We ought to be
investing in that research, rewarding
the pharmaceutical companies for
their development of these products, as
well, but making certain we continue
this leadership in the world when it
comes to medical research and pharma-
ceuticals.

The individual market on health in-
surance is one that troubles us because
it is the area where people who don’t
have health insurance through their
place of employment or don’t qualify
for a government health insurance
plan—like Medicare, Medicaid, vet-
erans care, or the like—go to buy in-
surance on the insurance exchange.
This is where the premiums have gone
up. Now, why have the premiums gone
up in that one sector? Because when it
comes to individuals, those who are
older and sicker are the first to sign
up, but the healthier, younger ones are
the last.

We can sit down on a bipartisan basis
and find ways to create an incentive so
that we can increase the participation
in this insurance pool and bring down
the premium costs for those who are
paying.

The third thing we need to do is to
make sure that no matter where you
live in the United States, there is an
option to choose when it comes to buy-
ing your health insurance. One of the
things we can do is to take one of the
most popular medical care programs in
history—the Medicare Program itself—
and duplicate it in a public option
available to people across the United
States. Do you want to buy a health in-
surance program that looks like Medi-
care, a not-for-profit program? This
would be your chance.

So those are three ideas that I think
we could bring forward in an effort to
make the Affordable Care Act even
more responsive.

Senator MCCONNELL, the Republican
Leader, comes to the floor frequently
to talk about the choice to expand the
Medicaid Program, as allowed under
law in many States. I would welcome
the opportunity to expand that pro-
gram.

Most people do not understand the
Medicaid Program. Oh, that is health
insurance for poor people. Well, in a
way, it is, but it is so much more. For
example, one out of every two births in
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Illinois is paid for by the Medicaid Pro-
gram to keep mom healthy so she de-
livers a healthy baby and to keep that
baby healthy as soon as it is born. It is
paid for by Medicaid in 50 percent of
the cases of new births. But that is not
the most expensive thing.

The most expensive thing under Med-
icaid is for your mom and your grand-
mother who is in a nursing home, liv-
ing on Social Security and Medicare,
and they need help. So they qualify for
Medicaid to pay for the medical care
they need so they can continue to live
wholesome lives.

The third area, of course, is medical
insurance for the disabled who have on-
going needs. Those three areas make
up Medicaid. When the Republican pro-
posal that came out of the House want-
ed to cut $600 or $700 billion and give
tax cuts to wealthy people, they took
it out of Medicaid.

So which of the groups that I just de-
scribed to you would you take health
insurance away from—mothers with
new babies, elderly folks in nursing
homes with no resources, or the dis-
abled who live in our communities?

I would think it is a step in the
wrong direction to hit any of these
groups. That is why Medicaid was ex-
panded in so many States and why we
should continue to find ways to expand
it in a responsible fashion.

As I go back home and talk to people
about this Republican alternative that
passed the House of Representatives, it
is very clear they oppose it.

I have challenged those Congressmen
who voted for the Republican repeal
bill to find one medical advocacy group
in my State that supports their effort.
There are none. The Illinois Health and
Hospital Association, the Illinois Med-
ical Association, the Illinois Nurses As-
sociation, and the Illinois pediatricians
all oppose it.

The AARP, or American Association
of Retired Persons, opposes it because
the bill removed the protection for el-
derly people when it came to the cost
of premiums. The AARP believes—and
I am afraid the facts bear it out—that
what passed the House of Representa-
tives will dramatically increase health
insurance premiums for people between
the ages of 50 and 64. We can do better,
but we need to do it on a bipartisan
basis.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, just a
little less than 2 weeks ago, President
Trump released his proposed budget for
fiscal year 2018, which would begin Oc-
tober 1. He named his plan ‘“A New
Foundation for American Greatness.”
While unveiling this budget, Director
Mulvaney, the OMB Director, declared
that “We are no longer going to meas-
ure compassion by the number of pro-
grams or the number of people on those
programs, but by the number of people
we help get off of those programs.”

When I read this and looked at the
budget, I was reminded of the story of
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the two hikers who got to the top of a
mountain. They stood near a big cliff
and one hiker said: It is a beautiful
vista.

The other hiker said: I am so ex-
hausted from hiking all the way up; 1
wish I could get down quickly.

The first hiker then said: Let me help
you with that. And he shoved him off
the cliff.

That is what this budget does. It
doesn’t help people get off programs
through education and training; it
shuts down the programs. It shoves
people off the cliff.

In this budget, millions of struggling,
rural, middle-class, low-income, and
working Americans are thrown off the
cliff. They are thrown out of these pro-
grams as these programs are just
struck down, not because programs
have served their purpose and are no
longer needed but because the Presi-
dent wants to do two things. He wants
to build a lot more in terms of the
military, and he wants to give a tax
giveaway of some $6 trillion in the
budget, with most of it going to the
very richest Americans. This is not an
“America first’’ budget; this is a ‘‘bil-
lionaires first’”’ and a ‘‘rural and work-
ing Americans last’ budget.

We see this vision implemented
through dramatic cuts to food stamps,
children’s healthcare, job training,
after-school programs, scientific re-
search, and other anti-poverty pro-
grams. One program after another de-
signed to help American families who
are devastated will be eliminated, all
in the name of building a wall, building
more missiles and more bombs, and
giving this massive, massive giveaway
of the Treasury to the privileged and
powerful.

Now there is good news. The good
news is that I think we are going to
have a bipartisan coalition we can
build to defeat this budget. Even some
of our colleagues in the House Freedom
Caucus, who often talk about slashing
government spending and eliminating
programs, are saying that this proposal
and its impact on rural Americans and
rural America is draconian and unac-
ceptable. It is not often that you hear
folks throughout the entire political
spectrum come together to say the
same thing—that this budget is short-
sighted and ill-conceived—but that is
where we are now.

This budget tells us a lot because a
budget is an expression of values. When
President Trump placed this budget be-
fore us, we gained insight into his val-
ues. What we quickly learned is that
President Trump doesn’t place value on
struggling and working American fami-
lies, helping them climb a ladder to a
better point. What this budget does tell
us is that our President is all about
raiding the National Treasury for the
privileged and the powerful—quite the
opposite of what we heard when he was
campaigning.

Franklin Roosevelt once said that, as
a nation, ‘“The test of our progress is
not whether we add more to the abun-
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dance of those who have much; it is
whether we provide enough for those
who have little.” By ‘‘enough” he
meant, do we provide a ladder of oppor-
tunity for families to get their eco-
nomic footing, to be able to buy a
house, to be able to find a job, to be
able to educate their children?

In this budget, President Trump puts
out a different test. With this budget,
he is saying that the test of our
progress is whether we destroy pro-
grams for working Americans in order
to fund a $6 trillion giveaway to the
privileged and powerful. That is Donald
Trump’s test of progress, and I think
we find very few in the country who
might agree with that vision of making
economic and educational progress for
working Americans much more dif-
ficult. It is not an ‘‘America first”
budget. It is not a foundation for
American greatness. It is more akin to
a great train robbery, a great raid on
the National Treasury to benefit those
who are already at the very top.

It is a budget that hurts children. It
is a budget that hurts struggling, hard-
working Americans. It cuts 20 percent
from the Children’s Health Insurance
Program, critical for the health of our
children. Shouldn’t every child in
America have access to affordable
healthcare? That is a value I can get
behind. But slashing healthcare for
children and making it harder for them
to succeed in life—I can’t agree with
that.

Let’s make children hungrier by cut-
ting the basic food stamp program or
school programs that 44 million Ameri-
cans rely on, cutting it by $193 billion.
Making children hungrier doesn’t help
them learn. Helping children learn is a
value I can get behind. Making it hard-
er for them to succeed in school may be
a Trump value, but it is not mine, and
I don’t think it is shared by many
Members of this Chamber.

We find that he proposes to get rid of
the subsidization of interest on student
loans, making the cost of college even
more unaffordable for low-income and
working graduates. He freezes the Pell
grants that already have not kept pace
with inflation. He proceeds to wipe out
the Public Service Loan Forgiveness
Program that erases student loans
after a decade of service to the public.
All of this is about making college
more expensive. I can get behind the
value of making higher education more
affordable, whether it is apprenticeship
training, career technical education, or
a 4-year college program. I can get be-
hind making those programs more af-
fordable, making community college
programs more affordable because
some form of education, whether it is
in the technical education world or
community college world or a 4-year
program—some aspect of that is impor-
tant to virtually every job in America.

Making it more affordable is what
virtually every other developed coun-
try has done. In Germany, going to a
public university is free in terms of
tuition—mot so here in the United
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States of America. Our students are
burdened by massive, massive debt. It
is growing and growing and growing. I
can get behind the value of saying we
shouldn’t make college a financial
gauntlet because it is so essential to
the success of our children. But Trump
has a different value. His value is let’s
make it harder. Let’s make it more dif-
ficult. Let’s put students further into
debt. Those are not values I can sup-
port. Again, I think very few in this
Chamber would share in that.

The list goes on and on. This isn’t
just an attack on the ladder of oppor-
tunity for working Americans; this is
an attack on rural America. During the
last couple of years, I served as the
ranking member of the Appropriations
Subcommittee on Agriculture and
Rural Development and FDA, and in
that time I have seen the tremendous
impact many of these programs have
had in providing opportunity and
strengthening the economy in rural
America. I value making rural America
stronger, but that is not the value
Trump put into his budget. He put into
this budget: Let’s undercut, let’s un-
dermine, let’s make it more difficult
for rural America. This is truly a
“rural America last’ budget.

It eliminates funding for Essential
Air Service. The Essential Air Service
is essential to key small towns across
our Nation, including one in my home
State. If the Essential Air Service is
wiped out, the economy of that town,
Pendleton, would be dramatically im-
pacted.

It slashes the Contract Tower Pro-
gram that supports even more air-
ports—six of them in my State—rural
airports that need that contract tower
support to be able to remain open.
Small towns from Aurora to Klamath
Falls would be dramatically impacted.

How about rural infrastructure? He
takes out the rural water and waste-
water disposal program. As I hold
townhalls around my State—and I go
to every county every year, all 36. Be-
fore I hold a public townhall where peo-
ple can ask any question they want, I
meet with the local county commis-
sioners, city commissioners, and all
the locally elected. In virtually every
county, every year, I hear about the
challenge of water infrastructure, ex-
panding the clean water supply or
waste water treatment. These two
challenges are enormous. Yet here is
President Trump wiping out the rural
water and wastewater programs.

How about critical housing pro-
grams? Well, here is the issue. In our
rural communities, often the economy
is hindered by the lack of availability
of affordable housing. I have been in
town after town after town saying: We
have interest by a company to move
here because of some of the key assets
we have. Then they decide not to be-
cause they don’t have affordable hous-
ing in the community for them to be
able to hire the staff they need. So we
have these programs at the Federal
level—direct single-family housing
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loans, direct multifamily housing
loans, low-income housing repair loans,
farm labor housing loans, self-help
housing grants. Here again, the Trump
budget wipes them out.

The Community Development Block
Grant Program  provides flexible
strength for rural communities to ad-
dress local problems. We talk a lot
about flexibility in the Senate, ena-
bling local areas to decide how best to
use funds. The CDBG, the Community
Development Block Grant, does exactly
that. Yet it is not valued by our Presi-
dent, who probably doesn’t even know
what the program is, but he wiped it
out.

How about the Rural Business-Coop-
erative Service that offers programs to
support business development and job
training? It is gone too. His budget
slashes USDA’s rural development pro-
grams by about $1 billion, a little less
than $1 billion. This is a part of the
agency where programs focus on sup-
porting economic development, hous-
ing, and infrastructure in rural com-
munities.

Then we have the impact on rural
healthcare. This budget impacts rural
healthcare in several different ways. It
cuts the Rural Hospital Outreach
Grant Program that helps small rural
hospitals get resources to create
collaboratives for long-term care facili-
ties or with ambulance services. It
eliminates the State offices of rural
health.

In addition, this budget destroys
healthcare for 23 million Americans,
and many of those live in rural Amer-
ica. In fact, in Oregon, about one out of
three individuals, almost one out of
three in our small towns find
healthcare through the Oregon Health
Plan, the Oregon Health Plan funded
by Medicaid. Rolling back Medicaid
would throw some 400,000 people off of
healthcare in Oregon just by itself, and
that would make a huge impact in
rural Oregon.

I have been holding a lot of townhalls
in rural Oregon. This year I have had
over 12 in what you would see on a map
as pretty red counties, and people are
coming up to me at townhalls and say-
ing that they are scared to death about
this budget’s impact on healthcare.
They are not just scared; they are ter-
rified. And they are not just terrified;
they are angry because they finally
have the peace of mind that if a loved
one gets sick, that loved one will get
the care they need, that loved one will
not end up bankrupt. That is a huge
improvement in quality of life, but this
budget from the President destroys
that peace of mind.

It is not just impacting those who di-
rectly benefit from the Oregon Health
Plan; it also impacts everybody else in
the rural communities because the
health plan has enabled our rural clin-
ics and hospitals to do much better fi-
nancially.

Out in the northeast corner of my
State—it is a very remote and beau-
tiful place—a person told me that his
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local clinic had gone from 20-some em-
ployees to about 50 employees, roughly
doubling the healthcare provided. Why
were they able to do that? Because
they had had so much uncompensated
care before people had access to insur-
ance. Now that has dropped dramati-
cally, and their finances are much bet-
ter. So they are able to hire a lot more
people and provide a lot more
healthcare to this rural part of the
State. But that changes with this
Trump budget.

Let me list a few more details about
some of these areas, starting with the
USDA Rural Development Water Pro-
grams.

Last year, 14 projects in my State re-
ceived $10.7 million in loans and $6.5
million in grants in order to provide re-
liable, clean drinking water and waste
disposal, affecting 12,000 folks in rural
Oregon. Vernonia, which is in north-
west Oregon, relied on these programs
so as to finally improve the town’s
wastewater system—a project almost
20 years in the making. I have visited
Vernonia a number of times. In 1996 it
suffered a terrible flood, and then,
again, in 2007, there was another major
flood. The floods overwhelmed
Vernonia’s wastewater treatment sys-
tems and lagoons and caused overflows
on public and private properties as well
as into the nearby Nehalem River.
Thanks to loans and grants from the
USDA’s rural water programs, the
town of Vernonia was able to purchase
new equipment, upgrade its wastewater
systems, and protect the water for its
residents. That is just one community
that has benefited.

Let’s talk a little bit more about
housing. The budget singles out many
housing programs to cut.

It eliminates the USDA Rural Devel-
opment’s direct housing loan programs
and most of the housing grant pro-
grams and community facilities pro-
grams, which include programs like the
rural Single Family Housing Direct
Loans, the rural Multi-Family Housing
Direct Loans, the self-help housing pro-
gram, housing repair loans, and the
Farm Labor Housing Program.

With so many States and so many
communities across our Nation suf-
fering from a shortage of affordable
and available housing, how can we con-
sider it a positive thing to slice and
dice these programs?

Last year, 6,000 rural Oregonian fami-
lies were living in 211 affordable apart-
ment complexes thanks to USDA fi-
nancing. But keeping these programs
and strengthening our housing initia-
tives isn’t just good for our Nation’s
families. It is also critical for the eco-
nomic development of rural towns and
communities. As I have mentioned so
often, I have heard from town leaders
that they have a potential deal within
their grasp, and it falls out of their
grip because of the shortage of housing.
We need to do better in this area, not
worse.

Let’s talk about another program—
the Forest Service Collaborative For-
est Landscape Restoration Program.
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This program is an all-lands approach
to collaboratively encouraging science-
based ecosystem restoration of priority
forest landscapes.

Let me put it more simply.

Often, in terms of forest health, we
have a challenge. The work in the
woods can be quite expensive to im-
prove forest health, and, often, you
have disputes between the environ-
mental community and the timber
community on just how this should be
done. A collaborative brings together
these elements—the environmental
side and the timber side—with the goal
of both making the forest healthier and
providing a steady supply of sawlogs to
the mill.

This is something that happened in
the Fremont-Winema National Forest,
and it has given environmental and
conservation groups confidence that
Fremont-Winema is on a track to hav-
ing a healthier ecosystem. At the same
time, their work has helped to ensure
that there is a balance between the
timber industry and environmental
protection, which means that timber is
still coming and will keep coming to
the local mill, which will help to create
local jobs, like at the Collins Mill in
Klamath Falls. That mill is able to
continue employing more than 80
workers because of the steady supply of
logs that makes its way from Fremont-
Winema due to the eco-friendly forest
management practices.

This ‘‘billionaires first’” and ‘‘rural
America and workers last’” budget is
going to die here in the Senate because
there is going to be a bipartisan coali-
tion of Democrats and Republicans who
say that undermining the success of
our families in order to provide a mas-
sive giveaway—a raid, if you will, on
the National Treasury—and a handout
to the privileged and powerful is, sim-
ply, the wrong way to go. This is, real-
ly, Robin Hood in reverse. This is a sit-
uation in which the working families
are undermined to provide a $6 trillion
raid on the Treasury, with most being
given away to our richest American
families.

I do not know that there is anyone in
this Chamber who is not already aware
that we have massive income inequal-
ity here in the United States of Amer-
ica. I do not think there is any Senator
among the 100 Senators of the Senate
who is unaware that we have a massive
wealth gap in America. It has gotten
larger and larger and larger until it has
become equal to that level or near that
level at which it was before the Great
Depression. That is not a way for
America to thrive—to raid working
families in order to provide even more
giveaways to those who have the most.

I must say that this budget does not
surprise me. It does not surprise me
that the President submitted this. The
President himself is a billionaire. The
President lives in that world of billion-
aires, and he was persuaded to think
that helping the billionaires to have
even millions more would, somehow, be
good for America.
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I would like to take the President to
real working America so that he may
see the real impact on the ground of
destroying rural health clinics, see the
real impact on the ground of destroy-
ing rural water systems, and see the
real impact on the ground of destroy-
ing rural housing programs. We need to
get the President outside of his billion-
aire bubble and seeing the impact so
that, somehow, he gets a grip on what
it means to guide this country in edu-
cation policy and economic policy and
so that we strengthen that ladder of
opportunity rather than destroy it.

I thank the Presiding Officer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
STRANGE). The Senator from South Da-
kota.

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, everyone
remembers President Obama’s fa-
mous—or perhaps infamous—promise
that he would sign a healthcare bill
that would ‘‘cut the cost of a typical
family’s premiums by up to $2,500 per
yvear.” Well, as everyone knows, that
didn’t happen. Between 2009 and 2016,
the average family with employer-
sponsored health insurance saw its pre-
miums rise by $4,767. That is just the
beginning.

Two weeks ago, the Department of
Health and Human Services released a
report comparing the average indi-
vidual market insurance premium in
2013—the year when most of
ObamaCare’s regulations and mandates
were implemented—with the average
individual market exchange premium
in 2017 in the 39 States that used
healthcare.gov—so 2013 to 2017 indi-
vidual market premiums. Here is what
they found. Between 2013 and 2017, the
average individual market monthly
premium in the healthcare.gov States
increased by 105 percent. In other
words, on average, individual market
premiums more than doubled in just 5
years.

In my home State of South Dakota,
premiums increased by 124 percent or
$3,688 over 5 years. As I said, that is ac-
cording to HHS reporting on the pre-
miums in the individual market ex-
changes over the course of the past 5
years. So $3,5688 in South Dakota is
money that South Dakota families had
to take from other priorities, like sav-
ing for retirement or investing in their
children’s education.

Three States saw their premiums tri-
ple over those 5 years. The average
monthly premium in Alaska went from
$344 to $1,041. That is an increase of
$697 per month or more than $8,300 a
year. Think about that. Over the past 5
years, the average individual market
yearly premium has increased by $4,800
in Arizona, by $3,648 in Louisiana, by
$5,064 in North Carolina, by $4,488 in
Tennessee, and by $5,292 in West Vir-
ginia. Those Kkinds of premium in-
creases are just not sustainable.

Some people, of course, received tax
credits to help offset their premium
payments, but many others are left to
face these massive premium hikes by
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themselves. And most people do not
have the money to easily absorb a 105-
percent premium increase or more in
many States, as I pointed out, over 5
years.

Of course, premium increases show
no signs of slowing down. Numbers for
2018 are emerging, and they are not
looking good. Insurers on the New
York exchange are requesting double-
digit rate hikes. A Connecticut insurer
requested an average rate hike of 33.8
percent. One Virginia insurer requested
an average rate increase of 38 percent.
Another has requested an average 45-
percent rate hike. In Oregon, the aver-
age rate hike requested is 17.2 percent.
Companies offering plans on the ex-
change here in Washington, DC, are re-
questing average rate hikes ranging
from 13 percent to nearly 40 percent. In
Maryland, average increases range
from 18 percent to almost 59 percent.
One insurer in Maryland has requested
a rate increase of up to 150 percent—150
percent for just one year.

As if the premium hikes aren’t bad
enough, many Americans don’t have a
cheaper option to choose. In 2017,
roughly one-third of U.S. counties have
just one choice of insurer on their
ObamaCare exchange—one choice in
one-third of all the counties in Amer-
ica. So you pretty much have to take
whatever rate they are going to quote
you when that is the only option in
town. Talk about a lack of competi-
tion.

Several States, including Alabama,
Oklahoma, Alaska, and Wyoming, have
just one choice of insurer for the entire
State. The entire State—in those
States that I just mentioned—has one
choice of insurer. Things are only get-
ting worse.

In 2018, a number of counties may
lack any ObamaCare insurer at all. On
Friday, the Omaha World-Herald an-
nounced that 100,000 Nebraskans could
end up with zero options for individual
market coverage in 2018. Iowa is facing
a similar situation. In April, Wellmark
Blue Cross and Blue Shield announced
that it will withdraw from the indi-
vidual market in Iowa in 2018. Days
later, Aetna announced that it would
pull out of the Iowa exchange. In the
wake of these announcements, Medica,
the last ObamaCare insurer for most of
Iowa, announced that it will likely
leave the State in 2018. That would
leave 94 of the 99 Iowa counties with no
ObamaCare insurer next year.

Republicans in the Senate are cur-
rently working on legislation to repeal
and replace ObamaCare. Why? Because,
as I just pointed out, ObamaCare is
broken. This law is not working. This
law has never worked. It shows abso-
lutely no sign that it is going to work
in the future, particularly if those pre-
mium increases are any indication.
From first to last, this law has been a
disaster—high premium costs, high
deductibles, customers losing health
plans, customers losing doctors, fewer
choices, failed co-ops, unraveling ex-
changes. I could go on and on because
the list of the failures goes on and on.
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Given all of this, it is hard to believe
the Democrats are still defending this
disastrous law. I sometimes wonder
just what it will take for my Democrat
colleagues in the Senate to accept the
staggering amount of evidence that
says this law has failed. Do premiums
have to triple? Do they have to quad-
ruple? Does every American on the ex-
changes have to be reduced to just one
choice of insurer or be without an in-
surer at all?

ObamaCare was going to reduce pre-
miums. It didn’t. People were going to
be able to keep their healthcare plans.
They regularly found out that they
couldn’t. Buying insurance was going
to be like shopping for a TV on Ama-
zon—well, maybe if Amazon had only
one brand of television.

The responsible thing to do when a
government program has turned out to
be a disaster is to repeal it. That is
what Republicans are working to do
with ObamaCare. We are working to re-
peal this law and replace it with real
healthcare reform. My colleagues in
the House have made a good start. We
are working to build on their bill in the
U.S. Senate. Chairmen ALEXANDER,
ENzI, and HATCH have been leading the
charge on this. I am grateful to them
and their staffs for all of their hard
work.

Republicans are committed to restor-
ing the millions of Americans trapped
on the ObamaCare exchanges and lift-
ing the burdens this law has foisted
onto taxpayers. We are committed to
addressing ObamaCare’s skyrocketing
premium increases. We are committed
to preserving access to care for Ameri-
cans with preexisting conditions. We
are committed to making Medicaid
more sustainable by giving States
greater flexibility while insuring that
those who rely on this program don’t
have the rug pulled out from under
them. We need to make healthcare
more affordable, more personal, more
flexible, and less bureaucratic.

It would be wonderful if at least some
Democrats would join us in this effort
and stop prioritizing partisanship over
the needs of the American people. Re-
publicans know that the American peo-
ple are suffering under ObamaCare, and
we are committed to bringing them re-
lief. They are ready for healthcare re-
form that actually works, and that is
what Republicans intend to deliver.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, it is fit-
ting that today, June 6, the anniver-
sary of D-day in Europe and the Battle
of Midway in the Pacific, we are talk-
ing about our country’s veterans in the
debate that is going on in the Senate.
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The brave men and women who have
served our country deserve the very
best care our Nation can give them.
That is why I rise today in support of
the VA Accountability and Whistle-
blower Protection Act, which I believe
will pass by a voice vote in the Senate
later this afternoon.

This bipartisan bill will help improve
the quality of care our veterans receive
by reforming the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs and making it easier for
the Secretary of the VA to fire poorly
performing employees. The legislation
will allow the VA to hold its employees
more accountable. It will also create
new protections for whistleblowers—
those who report wrongdoing. And it
would ensure that any employee who is
terminated has an adequate oppor-
tunity to appeal their dismissal.

For years, the VA has been plagued
by reports of inefficiency and long wait
times. I might say that often we find
those reports are true, but that is com-
pletely separate from the quality of
medical care that is given through the
VA healthcare system. If you talk to
almost any veteran, they are very
pleased with the quality of that med-
ical care. It is the administrative stuff
getting in the way, and that is what
there has been such an outrage about.

Well, this VA bill is going to help the
VA get rid of the bad actors while pro-
tecting the good ones. I want to make
it clear that the vast majority of VA
employees perform their work admi-
rably in an often thankless environ-
ment. These dedicated public servants
work hard to provide the day-to-day
care our veterans deserve, and they
should be protected. That is why, while
I believe it is important to hold poorly
performing employees accountable, I
also believe that it is important to pro-
tect the rights of the employees who
may have been wrongly terminated, es-
pecially at the lower levels, by giving
them the opportunity to appeal a su-
pervisor’s decision to fire them. This
bill we are going pass does that. It is
supported by dozens of veterans service
organizations, the Office of Special
Counsel, the Secretary himself. So I
urge our colleagues to join me and join
so many of us in voting in favor of the
bill.

I would also say that on this very fa-
mous day, this anniversary, June 6, 1
have been to the beaches of Normandy,
I have been to Omaha Beach. As a mat-
ter of fact, while there, it is impossible
to walk into that cemetery on the cliff
overlooking the beach—it is impossible
to walk into that beautiful, beautiful
American cemetery and not become
very, very emotional, realizing what
happened in 1944.

I felt so strongly about this that at
one point I wanted to put on my jog-
ging shoes and run the 4 miles of that
Omaha Beach. I wanted to reach back
into time, having been there where so
many sacrificed so much.

Then, of course, the Battle of Mid-
way, the time which turned the battle
in the Pacific, where a young admiral

June 6, 2017

showed his courage and his superiority
in planning. As a result, that battle
turned around the course of the war in
the Pacific with Japan. What a day to
remember, June 6.

I yield the floor.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-
dent, we are all united in support of a
strong and effective VA that is able to
provide topnotch services and support
to the veterans who have served our
country nobly. None of us can be satis-
fied with the current state of the De-
partment, and I share the frustration
of constituent veterans who are unable
to get the basic care and treatment
they need, from widows and families
who have lost loved ones while under
the care of the VA, and from dedicated
VA employees who are frustrated with
the waste and inept management that
prevent them from providing the care
they believe our veterans deserve. The
revelations about the continuing prob-
lems at the District of Columbia VA
medical center should serve as a new
wake-up call that immediate attention
is needed to make the VA right.

I supported the nomination of Dr.
David Shulkin to be VA Secretary and
gave him my full support to make
changes to the organization to address
the management problems and lapses
in care that plague the VA. There is no
question that the VA needs reforms
that will make it more responsive to
the needs of our veterans, and more ac-
countable when it does not adequately
serve them.

The VA Accountability and Whistle-
blower Protection Act attempts to ad-
dress these issues by making it easier
for management to discipline and re-
move VA employees. It is essential
that managers have this authority to
remove employees who violate their
duty to care for our veterans. It is also
important that our removal process be
implemented in a fair and impartial
manner. The House bill failed to pro-
vide those protections, and I appreciate
Senator TESTER’s work on this issue
and his efforts to improve the bill that
the House passed. I am concerned, how-
ever, that some provisions in the bill
weaken the worker protections that
are necessary to avoid arbitrary or po-
litically motivated disciplinary ac-
tions. Our Nation’s civil service protec-
tions are intended to allow Federal
workers to do their jobs free of intimi-
dation or political interference. Em-
ployees can be disciplined or removed,
but only with due process that exposes
the full facts of the case. Reforms that
rely on fear of arbitrary discipline or
removal are not truly reforms, but will
create a toxic environment within the
agency. While I have concerns about
some of the provisions of this bill, we
must provide veterans the care and
support they need from the VA.

I admire the dedication and commit-
ment of our Federal workers at the VA,
many of whom are veterans them-
selves. Most care deeply and go the
extra mile to serve those who have
served. I know that Secretary Shulkin
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recognizes the enormous talent in our
Federal workers, and 1 believe he
should strive to create a stronger team
by rapidly filling the 45,000 vacant civil
service positions currently at the VA
and by building on the strong sense of
purpose that motivates our VA Federal
workforce and cares for our veterans.

Mr. NELSON. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

THE BUDGET PROCESS

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, we have
50 workdays in the Senate before the
end of this fiscal year—50 days. That
does not include the 5 weeks we will be
gone during the August State work
weeks. I rise tonight to talk about
what happens September 30. September
is the end of the fiscal year. That
means we have to have the Federal
Government funded for fiscal year 2018,
which starts October 1 of this year.

Like most years—as a matter of fact,
like every year since 1980—the Federal
Government will probably not be fund-
ed by the end of this fiscal year in the
manner it was supposed to be, accord-
ing to the law that was done in 1974,
the Budget Act of 1974. In the last 43
years, the Federal Government has
only been funded four times, according
to that bill. We have used 178 con-
tinuing resolutions, and therefore on-
going omnibuses and so forth, where
six people get in a room, basically de-
cide how we are going to spend $1 tril-
lion.

This is the only enterprise I can find
anywhere in the world that funds its
operations this way. The problem is,
we have a system that is absolutely to-
tally broken. It is a fraud that is being
perpetrated on the American people.
We have been asked, between now and
September 30—this is the way the
budget process works. By the way, we
should have started this back in Janu-
ary, but we couldn’t do it because we
were working on the fiscal year 2017
budget to do reconciliation so we could
work on healthcare.

Now we are going to, when that gets
done, do a budget for 2018. We will do a
reconciliation and hopefully do a tax
package behind that, but wrapped up in
all of that, here comes September 30
and 50 workdays from today to fund the
Federal Government. Between now and
then, in 50 days, we are asked to do a
budget for fiscal year 2018, to do full
authorizations for 16 different entities,
committees, and then do appropria-
tions for 12 committees.

By the way, over the last 43 years,
you have to fund 12 appropriations bills
to fund the Federal Government. It was
13 appropriations bills up until around
2000. Since then, it has been 12, but of
those 12, the average number of appro-
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priations bills this body has appro-
priated each year is 2%.

Now, by any measure, that is unac-
ceptable, but we are now asked, be-
tween now and September 30, in a very
truncated manner, to do the budget, do
all 16 authorizations and all 12 appro-
priations. Now, I am not a betting
man, but I will go to Vegas and short
that idea right now. There is no way we
are going to fund this government ac-
cording to that policy—no way. It will
not happen. It can’t happen. It has not
happened in 43 years that way except
four times.

Every single year this process breaks
down. Like I said, we have used 178
continuing resolutions. What does a CR
do? It ties the hands of our military
leaders, where they can’t move money
from one bucket to the other to help
accommodate it. So what we have right
now is a process that just has not
worked. Yet, because of that, the Fed-
eral Government has exploded in size.

In 2000, the Federal Government
spent $2.4 trillion running the Federal
Government. Last year, we spent $3.9
trillion. Those are constant 2016 dol-
lars. Over the next 10 years, we are
going to spend $563 trillion running the
Federal Government. We are going to
borrow a significant part of that—an-
other $10 trillion.

The irony is, the debate we are hav-
ing between now and September 30 is to
fund the government, not on the full $4
trillion we are going to spend next year
running the Federal Government, we
are going to have this debate on only
about $1.1 trillion, the discretionary
side of the budget.

If you do the math, in the last 8 years
and, oh, by the way, in the next 10
years, according to the current CBO
baseline budget, we borrow over 30 per-
cent of what we spend as a Federal
Government. Well, discretionary
spending over the next 10 years is going
to be less than that. So what that
means is, over the last 8 years and over
the next 10 years, every dime we have
spent on discretionary spending has, by
definition, been borrowed.

There is no other way to look at it.
That means that every dime we have
spent for our military, which is about
$600 billion today, every dime we spend
on our VA, which is a little less than
$200 billion, and every dime we spend
on all other domestic expenditures, in-
cluding healthcare, by the way, comes
to $1.1 trillion. Every dime of that
today is borrowed money. That means
we have to go to China and the rest of
the world to fund all of our discre-
tionary spending.

Now, by anybody’s estimate—con-
servative, liberal, whatever—that is
not acceptable. Here is why it is not
acceptable: It cannot be sustained over
a long period of time. Yet we are sit-
ting here with a budget today that goes
for the next 10 years that says we are
going to continue operating business as
usual and add another $10 trillion to
this already burdensome debt of $20
trillion.
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The debt crisis and the budget prob-
lem are interlinked. There is no way
that we can solve the debt crisis unless
and until we solve the budget process.
The difficulty comes in trying to align
the prospects within the process itself
of getting to a determination.

Right now, the budget process
doesn’t work for this very reason: The
budget itself is not a law. It is a resolu-
tion, which means the majority party
can cram down the throat of the mi-
nority its version of a political budget.
That is all it is.

Then you go to an authorization
process, and, in the authorization proc-
ess today, we have over $310 billion of
Federal expenditures that are not au-
thorized, including the State Depart-
ment. Last year, we didn’t even do an
authorization for our military. Even
then, after passing the appropriations
bill in the Armed Services Committee
30 to 0, we could not get that bill on
the floor of the Senate. We tried six
times. So it was not authorized or ap-
propriated last year, but it got wrapped
up in an omnibus, and that same thing
will more than likely happen this year.

This can be fixed. It is not that dif-
ficult. Several of us have been working
behind the scenes, looking at other
best practices around the world—other
countries, companies, and even States.
We have looked at best practices. What
we found was that nobody else tries to
fund their government or their enter-
prise the way we try to fund the Fed-
eral Government. This goes back to ar-
ticle I and article II of our Constitu-
tion.

Article I says that funding the Fed-
eral Government is the responsibility
of Congress. Yet we have absconded
with that. The 1921 act that created the
Office of Management and Budget went
well beyond what I think is called for
in the original Constitution. So what
we are looking at today is a legislative
underreach and an executive overreach
relative to funding government, out of
necessity because of the dysfunction
right here in the Senate relative to
how we fund our government. There is
no question that we will not fund this
government without a continuing reso-
lution and/or an omnibus come Sep-
tember 30.

The fix is not that unreasonable. All
we need is a politically neutral plat-
form that brings all expenses into the
budget process—all $4 trillion today.
That would include discretionary and
mandatory and that the budget become
a law, which means that we have to get
bipartisan support for the budget.

Then, lastly, if we don’t get the budg-
et done by a certain date and we don’t
fund the government by the end of the
fiscal year, then, severe consequences
are borne by the people who have the
responsibility to fund the government,
and that is the Senate, the House of
Representatives, and the people in the
administration who are responsible for
their part of it.

It is not that complicated. Many
other countries do it. Most other coun-
tries do it. In fact, in some countries, if
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they don’t fund the government by the
end of their fiscal year, their constitu-
tions actually say that the government
gets disbanded and they have an elec-
tion. Well, that is not what I am call-
ing for here. I don’t think we have to
do anything that severe.

There are colleagues of mine right
here in this body, on both sides, who

have contributed—Senators WHITE-
HOUSE, ENZI, CORKER, LANKFORD,
TILLIS, ERNST, ROUNDS, SULLIVAN,
DAINES, and others—and who are

weighing in on this. Governors, who
have executive experience running
large financial enterprises at the State
level, have come into this body and
bring enormous wealth of experience
about how to get this done.

My argument is that right now, dur-
ing this period of dysfunctionality
when we see firsthand the reality of
not being able to take care of domestic
needs, military needs, or any other dis-
cretionary enterprises that we want to
fund because of our own budgeting in-
transigence, I can find no other time
better than what we have right now to
raise the question on both sides of the
aisle. This is not a partisan conversa-
tion. Both sides are guilty, but let’s
come up with a politically neutral
platform that would allow both sides,
during the budget process, to talk
about tax increases, tax expenditures,
spending cuts, all the spending that we
have, and all the responsibility we have
in the Federal Government or in the
Congress of funding the Federal Gov-
ernment. Why not?

We have one suggestion that says:
Pick a time in the future. Decide what
percentage of your GDP should be cov-
ered by debt—no more than that—and
have a limit on that, and then pick a
roadmap back from that point in time
to today with guardrails around that.
That suggestion comes from the other
side of the aisle, and I applaud that
suggestion and I think it is very work-
able. I think we can find ways to make
all of this work. This should not be a
partisan conversation.

I sit on the Armed Services Com-
mittee, and I sat on Foreign Relations
the last 2 years. Both of those commit-
tees are really very strong bipartisan
efforts by every Member.

That is what is needed here, and yet
the Budget Committee, ironically, is
one of the most partisan committees.
The reason it is so is because of the law
itself, because the budget is not a law.
It is a resolution. My contention is
that this is the root of this problem. It
is one of the causative factors that
cause this debt to be uncontrollable
and to cause a dysfunction in this body
from even being able to attempt to
bring that under control.

The solution is not just taxing more.
It is not just spending more. It is not
just growing more. The problem is
much bigger than that. The debt prob-
lem will never be solved unless and
until we solve this budgeting process.

As we close in on the next 50 days, as
we check off every single day, I want
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my colleagues in here to be reminded
of what we are going to have to do to
fund the government come October 1.
Please, let’s not get right up to Sep-
tember 30 with a gun to our head that
says: Either do it this way, spend this
money this way, or do not fund the
government tomorrow. That is total ir-
responsibility, just like I believe this
budget process is a fraud perpetrated
by Washington on the people of Amer-
ica and it is not honest relative to
what we have to face up to in terms of
our responsibilities.

We cannot afford to do all that we
are doing. That is just pure fact. The
world is no longer going to be able to
loan us the money that we need over
the next 10 years—another $10 trillion.
There is some $200 trillion of total debt
in the world. Only $60 trillion of the
$200 trillion is sovereign debt, and we
have one-third of that sovereign debt
today. Now, most other countries have
curtailed their borrowing. We are one
of the few that continue to just race
along this path of borrowing money at
this breakneck pace and adding an-
other $10 trillion. We could, poten-
tially, have over half of the world’s
sovereign debt in the next 10 years.
That cannot happen. The world bond
risk and the bond markets will not, po-
tentially, allow that to happen.

So today is the day. As we go
through the next 50 days, I believe we
need to look for opportunities on both
sides of the aisle to find a bipartisan
way to stop this nonsense and to get to
where we can fund the government in a
responsible way each year, not just 1
year, and to get away from the past 43
yvears of total failure in terms of fund-
ing the Federal Government, such that
when we get to September 30 of each
year, we have already approved the
budget and we have the appropriations
lined up and funded for the needs that
we have all agreed here in Congress
need to be met.

I can think of no other call on this
body higher than this right now be-
cause it puts us at risk of doing the
very things that we need to do; that is,
to take care of our domestic needs, to
take care of the people who need the
safety net, to take care of these legacy
programs of Social Security and Medi-
care, and yet defend our country. Be-
cause of this debt, we are limiting the
opportunities that we have, and we will
not solve that until we address this
budget process.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
PAUL). The Senator from Washington.

TRUMPCARE

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I wish
to take a few minutes this afternoon to
talk about TrumpCare, specifically,
about what families back in my home
State of Washington are saying about
the harm that this bill will do and why,
despite how often Republicans say they
are struggling to find a way to jam
TrumpCare through the Senate, now is
the time to keep the pressure on.

I have had to say this far too often:
Right now people across the country
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are scared, and they have a right to be.
The policies in TrumpCare would turn
our healthcare system into a minefield
of higher costs and worse care for our
families. If you are a young person who
needs mental healthcare, you could pay
thousands more a year on top of what
you are already paying for insurance. If
you are a senior, your premiums could
increase by as much as 850 percent. If
you need maternity care, the inde-
pendent analysis by the Congressional
Budget Office shows you could pay as
much as $1,000 more a month.

Under TrumpCare, 23 million people
across the country would lose cov-
erage, and, because insurance compa-
nies would have far more power to
lower their standards and offer skimpy,
snake-oil plans, we would go back to
the days when a trip to the emergency
room could result in a truly dev-
astating financial hit.

I have just described some of the big-
gest impacts TrumpCare would have.
None of them help patients and fami-
lies. They instead do serious harm.

But you know who would benefit
from TrumpCare? Special interests in
the healthcare industry that would get
a massive tax break and, of course,
President Trump, who is desperate for
a political win.

For these reasons and many more,
people across our country are rejecting
TrumpCare. They don’t want the dra-
matically higher healthcare costs.
They don’t want this bill to create
even more chaos in our healthcare sys-
tem than Republicans already have,
and they certainly don’t think they
should have to pay more, all to appease
President Trump and those at the very
top.

Senate Republican leaders have said
they expect their final product will
look a whole lot like the version of
TrumpCare that passed in the House.
In fact, some of them said they expect
to keep as much as 80 percent of the
House-passed version of TrumpCare. So
it is no wonder that they are now hav-
ing trouble figuring out how to cobble
together enough votes to jam this dis-
astrous bill through the Senate. If that
is truly the case, then, I would again
encourage them to drop this reckless
repeal effort, to stop creating chaos in
our healthcare system, which is driving
up our premiums, and to work with
Democrats on real solutions.

We are ready, like we have always
been, to find ways to bring down fami-
lies’ healthcare costs while making
sure they get the same quality of care
and finding ways to get families more
affordable coverage. Unfortunately, we
have not heard from any Republicans
who are willing to reverse course. That
is why, despite how much trouble Re-
publicans may be having with their dis-
astrous policies, I am here today urg-
ing anyone who rejects TrumpCare and
what it means for our families’ health
and financial security to fight as hard
as they can against this bill. Keep
making those calls, keep rallying, and
keep sharing your stories.
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Since the election, I have heard from
family after family in Washington
State about what the future holds for
their healthcare. One of those is a con-
stituent of mine named Marcy Jeffer-
son. Her husband is a small business
owner, and they purchase individual in-
surance.

Well, in 2014 Marcy was diagnosed
with cancer. She has had to have not
one but two stem cell transplants since
then, and her chemotherapy costs are
over $3,000 each month.

Before the Affordable Care Act,
Marcy’s health insurance had no out-
of-pocket limit. Without limits on how
much insurance companies can charge
patients—a protection that TrumpCare
would take away—Marcy says she and
her husband will most definitely face
bankruptey.

Marcy also says that the ACA ‘‘lit-
erally saved my life—and we could not
afford the type of care I am receiving
without it.”

There are stories like Marcy’s in lit-
erally every community in our coun-
try—in red States, in blue States, in
purple States. It is appalling that in-
stead of working with us to make
healthcare more affordable and with
higher quality and expanding coverage,
instead of listening to people like
Marcy and joining us at the table, Re-
publicans are trying to jam through
the Senate a plan that would do the op-
posite—one that would threaten lives
and devastate our families financially.

So I am going to do everything I can
to fight back, and I will keep working
hard against the deeply harmful
TrumpCare plan that Republicans are
determined to get signed into law.
Families like Marcy’s are bravely
speaking up and making clear just how
damaging TrumpCare would be, and
that is exactly what Democrats here in
the Senate are going to do as well.

THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

Before I close, Mr. President, I want
to take a couple of minutes to talk
about President Trump’s latest budget
proposal, because even after last
week’s stunning move by President
Trump to obstruct our fight against
climate change and seeing another con-
firmation the week before that that 23
million Americans would lose their
healthcare coverage under TrumpCare,
we cannot lose sight of the grand scope
of President Trump’s cruel attack
against working families. Nowhere has
the President’s broken promises to
working families been more evident
than in his recent budget proposal.

President Trump spent his campaign
promising workers he would stand with
them, promising seniors he would pro-
tect their care, promising the middle
class he would make the economy work
for them. Then he came to Washington,
DC, and crafted a budget that is a per-
fect summary of all the way those
promises are broken.

In fact, the President’s budget direc-
tor came up to Capitol Hill just 2
weeks ago to try to defend the budget,
to try to explain how it didn’t break
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promises, but he couldn’t do it because
it can’t be done.

From his promises not to cut Med-
icaid or Social Security to his promise
to provide ‘‘insurance for everybody’’
that was better and at lower cost,
promise after promise was not just bro-
ken but shattered.

So I urge my colleagues, Democrats
and Republicans, to reject President
Trump’s anti-worker, anti-student,
anti-woman, anti-senior agenda.
Thankfully, we are seeing signs that is
happening. Democrats, Republicans,
and Independents have been criticizing
this budget here in DC and across the
country. One senior Republican Sen-
ator called it ‘‘dead on arrival,” and he
is exactly right.

The families we represent want us to
work together, to invest in our workers
and in our middle-class families, to
protect patients, to stand with women,
to grow our economy from the middle
out, and not simply give more tax cuts
to the wealthy or well connected. We
were able to do this before. Recently,
Democrats and Republicans came to-
gether to pass a spending bill that re-
jected President Trump’s extreme
agenda and worked for families and the
middle class. We were able to come to-
gether on bipartisan budget deals that
increased investments. So I am hopeful
that Republicans will stand with us on
the side of the people they represent,
push aside this awful budget from the
President, and work with us to do this
again. I stand ready to do that.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak in support of the VA
Accountability and Whistleblower Pro-
tection Act—bipartisan legislation
that will help ensure that our veterans
receive the care they deserve.

We owe our veterans more than we
can ever repay for their dedicated serv-
ice. Part of this debt is providing our
veterans with timely, high-quality
healthcare.

In my home State of North Dakota,
our VA medical center is located in
Fargo. It not only serves the veterans
in North Dakota, but it also serves the
western half of Minnesota as well. If
there is one thing that our veterans
have made very clear about the health
center in Fargo—from both North Da-
kota and Minnesota—our veterans have
made clear that it is an outstanding
healthcare center that provides high-
quality service. Our veterans love the
Fargo VA. They do a great job.

It is important to note that the vast
majority of VA employees are dedi-
cated to serving our veterans and are
working diligently to provide services
to veterans in their communities. How-
ever, as recent events have shown,
there are a number of instances where
poor performance or misconduct by a
VA employee has had tragic con-
sequences.

In cases like these, the VA needs to
have the ability to address these situa-
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tions and to do it in a fair but expedi-
tious manner. This bipartisan legisla-
tion will provide the VA Secretary
with the necessary tools to do just that
and ensure that VA employees are put-
ting our veterans first. Specifically,
this legislation establishes in law the
Office of Accountability and Whistle-
blower Protection within the VA, a
post which was created earlier this
year through Executive order. It au-
thorizes the Secretary of VA to rep-
rimand, suspend, demote, or remove
VA employees at any level and hasten
the appeal and review process. Addi-
tionally, it establishes protections for
whistleblowers .

These reforms are important for our
veterans. That is why the legislation
has garnered the support of many vet-
erans organizations. It has garnered
the support of our North Dakota VA
Commissioner, as well as the veterans
service organizations, including the
American Legion, AMVETS, Veterans
of Foreign Wars, Iraq and Afghanistan
Veterans of America, the Military Offi-
cers Association of America, and oth-
ers. It has also garnered the support of
cosponsors on both sides of the aisle in
this Chamber.

Seventy-three years ago, over 160,000
brave Allied troops landed on the
beaches of Normandy. I can think of no
more an appropriate day to pass legis-
lation that honors our commitment to
our veterans and helps ensure they re-
ceive the care they have earned.

I thank the committee chair, Senator
ISAKSON of Georgia, and also Senator
TESTER of Montana for their out-
standing bipartisan leadership on this
important legislation.

I particularly also want to thank
Senator MARCO RUBIO of Florida, who
is the primary sponsor of this legisla-
tion and has been a champion for vet-
erans issues. I know this account-
ability issue is one he has spoken about
consistently, often, and passionately
on behalf of our veterans. I thank him
for his leadership on this very impor-
tant legislation.

At this time, I yield to the prime
sponsor of this bill, Senator MARCO
RUBIO.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I want to
thank the Senator for his kind com-
ments. This issue is one that I think
matters to all 100 Members of